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4 Reply to Dr. Parrerson of Londonderry, on the Subjeé? of CHO- 


REA Sancti Viti. By Joun Repmas Coxepweenee” 


se: <n bt 


N the 15th volume of the London Medical and Phyfical 
Journal, Dr. Patterfon of Londonderry, has publithed an 
anfwer to a communication of mine in a preceding volume of 
that work, extracted from the 8th volume of the New-York 
Medical Repofitory ; entitled « Obfervations on Chorea San&i 


® Viti, with a new Theory of the Difeafe ;” in which the Doctor 


accufes me of having cenfured not only fome of his reafon- 
ing, but alfo. part of his practice *¢in a manner at once abrupt, 
rough and magilterial.” Confcious of having never intended 
to give the flighteft offence to Dr. P. in that eflay, (of the truth of 
which I requeft every gentleman to convince himfelf by a candid 
perufal of the piece) ; I fhould not now have anfwered his illibes 
ral and unjuft afperfions, had he not called upon me ‘for re« 
futal or conceflion.” 


It feems extraordinary, that fuch harth epithets fhould be. 
applied to me, becaufe I ventured to differ in opinion from my 
learned opponent, by faying, ‘it appears to me, that Dr. Pat- 
terfon has greatly erred, in fuppofing chorea the primary dif- 
eafe ; of which each muft judge for himfelf.” I fee nothing 
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ME 58 Coxe, in Reply to Dr. Patierfon. j 
: ‘cabrupt, rough or magifterial,” in thus allowing every onc te 
form his own opinion of the fubject in difpute, after compar. 7 
ing the arguments on both fides. Surely, IL have the fame righ 
to my fentiments that the Do€tor has to his : and he will find it | 
difficult to perfuade mankind that Ais ipfe dixit is to carry con- : 
viction to the breaft of every reader; or, that an individual [ 
hy may’ not be allowed the privilege of diflenting from him,)7 
ih without being prefumed to a&t from unworthy motives! 


C: 


tt 
IT 


The Doétor fuppofes I have cenfured his practice, by fay-| 
ing, (in referring to the cafe he_relates in his letters concern-| 
ing the internal dropfy of the brain,) ‘the operation of the™ 
emetics probably haftened her diflolution, by determining too} 7 
forcibly the circulation to the brain,” (an exprefhion he feems to} 

_ {neer at,) and hence exciting an acute ftate of hydrocephalus.” 





. Whilft I {till adhere to the fame opinion, juftice rmpels me i 
to abfolve myfelf from any idea of imputing to the medical ; 
tiv if attendant any blame, from the adminiftration of the emetics. ‘ 
! ii I had not read the Do€tor’s remarks with fo little attention, as | 
4 not to have noticed that their exhibition was not his fault.| 
wa The manner of exprefling myfelf, might to a candid 
‘| mind have confirmed this; for (although Dr. P. appears to be 
ey unacquainted with that urbanity which fhould characterize 
14 medical men in their oppofition to each other’s fentiments, yet, 
knowing how hable we all are to miftakes,) had the Doétor 
been a principal on that occafion, I fhould have been pecu- | 
liarly careful of fpeaking in a manner, to wound, either his 


feelings or his reputation. I fhould not, fo virulently as he 
has done, have exclaimed, 


“ Quot Themifon xgros autumno occidcrit uno.” 


‘ Confidered however in a praétical point of view, I muft op- 
pofe, as far as an individual can, the ufe of emetics in thofe 
complaints, efpecially when increafed- aétion of the veffel: 
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exifts; although the practice may be fanétioned by “eminent 
profeffional characters.” - 


“ Nullius jurare in verba magiftri.” 


Even feveral of the gentlemen he has named, are guarded in 
their expreffions, by the terms, gentle and mildeff, in recom- 
mending the ufe of emetics.* 


* That the Doctor does not. himfelf approve of the ufe of emetics, I think we 
may fairly deduce from his own words, although he has ventured in his anfwer 
to quote the authority of feveral medical men in their favour. “ If Dr. Quin” 
(fays Dr. P. p. 6. of his letters’, “ had felt even a faint conception of the prefent 
theory, would he in this cafe have preferibed, early in the difeafe,” ( and if not ear- 


> }y, why in its moft advanced ftate? a remarkably ftrong vomit of ipecacuanha 


and antimonia! wine ?” 





And in {peaking of errhines \p. 52.) he fays, that 


before ufing them, “ precautionary confiderations are very neceflary ; our fub- 


jects are tender, irritable, and affe&ted with plethora of the head, the particu- 
lar part on which thefe medicines operate, and to which they give fuch a degree 
of commotion, as would, no doubt, prove highly pernicious in the incipient ftage 
of the difeafe. Nay 1 am not clear, that they are perfectly fafe in the more ad- 
vanced periods, when vafcular repletion may be diminifhed, and ferous effufion 
on the approach, or in any degree exifting. or J apprehend, thatthe thock of 
{neezing, as well as the agitation of vomiting, if by chance eventually barml:-/s, would 
not promote abforption in the advanced torpid ftate, and would be a vexatious 
experiment to the paticnt, to whom the fmalleft -motion of the head is gene- 
rally fo great an annoyance.” 


In fpeaking of the adminiftration of cathartics, he fays, (p. 34.) “ For a ftimu- 
lating purgative muft either be in fuch quantity, or of fuch quality, as would 
in many cafes, efpecially where the ftomach is fo frequently difordered, prove 
actually emetic ; an effet, which, you, (Dr. Quin) , roperly obferve, would haften 
wonfiderably the progrefs of the difeafe, and 1 would add, an effec which muft be 
highly pernicious at its commencement.” He afterwards fays, (p. 35.) “ Touching 
vomits we may here remark, that feveral years ago, it was ftarted as a queftion, 
whether they be, or be not, fafe medicines in febrile diforders, caput petentes ? 
Applying the queftion to hydrocephalus internus, which I reckon of a febrile 
nature, and moft certainly caput petens; 1 would anfwer, that here eme- 
tics are in ‘my opinion injudicious remedies, {pecially in ftrong dofes at the begin- 
ning of the malady. And I afk, would you give them at this period, or indeed 


|. at any other, upon the principle of promoting abforption, by the general con+ 
» coffions arifing from their operation ?” 
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60 Coxe, in Reply to Dr. Patterfon. 


The Doctor thinks it behoved me, before pronouncing that 
he had greatly erred, &c. to refute the reafoning on which his 
conclufion is founded ; at which, however, he fays, I have not 
made the {malleft attempt, ** the performance of which is fo ne- 
ceflary to vindicate my dogmatifm.”—Whilft, however, a doubt 
remains on my mind, whether the Doctor comprehends his 
own reafoning, if fuch it can be termed; I fhould recommend 
his looking at home for a plentiful crop of dogmas difperfed 
throughout all his writings. His ‘innate nervous ftimulus,” and 
‘¢ principle of irritability,” which he fo confidently tells us, ‘is 
not confined to the fibre, or fimple folid ; but is alfo pofleffed by 
the fluids of the body, particularly by the blood ;” I conceive 
to belong to this clafs; unlefs indeed, the Doétor has better 
reafons to confirm them, than mere affertion. His aflertion, 
that the heart ‘ :mu/? be the centre of the principle,” I regard 
as equally unqualified and devoid of proof. Of its ‘influence 
on the contents of the cranium,” I defire no other proof than 
the effect of the emetics in the cafe alluded to. 


The Dr. fays, ** As in thofe ages, in which this conftitution 
prevails, convulfions likewife prevail, the increafed action which 
they produce, will augment the impetus of the circulation, 
efpecially in the veffels of the head; which we fee is atually 
the cafe, fince a confiderable determination to that part is ob- 
ferved in thofe diforders. ‘This determination increafes the 
action of the blood-veflels, and inflammation is the confequence. 
This confequence is forwarded by the plethora, particularly of 
the head, which exifts in the early and advancing ftages of 
life; and the whole train of fymptoms conftituting febricule 
hydrocephalica, (The name which I appropriate to the difeafe,) 
is then brought into view.*” 


* It may here be obferved, that in the hiftory which Dr. Patterfon gives us of 
this diforder, (hydrocephalus) after enumerating the fymptoms of the firft and 
fecond ftage, he ends thofe of the third ftage, (p. 11.) by “ impaired deglutition, 
and convulfions, which form the cataftrophe.” 1 certainly might with ag much rea- 
fon fay, that thefe final convulfions of life, were the caufe of the effufion of 
water, which diffestion fhews in the ventricles, as the Dr. has for afferting chered, 
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I perfeQly agree with him in the effe& which is produced 
by the determination to the head, of inflammation, and of the 
whole train of fymptoms, conftituting febricula hydrocephalica, 
(as Dr. P. exprefles it); but I view the convuifions, which he 
fuppofes the caufe of the increafed action, as the «fei of the 
plethora, or effufion induced ; for that hydrocephalus, induced 
by inflammation of the brain, fhould, by preflure on the nerves, 
(or their origin,) induce convulfions, (efpecially as it is ina part 
incapable of diftention); is furely a more rational view of the 
fubject, than that the convulfions fhould excite the determina- 
tion to the brain, (which he only atks to be conceded as the 
petitio principii,) and the confequent febricula hydrocephalica. 
I would only afk, which is the moft fimple of thefe doctrines, 
or whether all the Doctor’s reafoning on the fubje& amounts 
even to a prefumptive proof of it ?-—The Dodttor afligns not 
even a probable caufe for the convuifions ; but I have, I think, 
rationally proved the legitimacy of my deduction; and might 
add, that every cafe of injury to the brain, from blows, falls, 
and the like, tends to eftablifh it; inafmuch, as in thofe in- 
{tances where death takes place after convullions; diflection 
has evinced the caufe, to be matter formed, or water effufed, 
or great engorgement of the veflels of the brain. 


(which he afterwards admits to be merely a fpecies cf convulfions,) to be its 
origin. I think too, it may not be irrelative to ftate, that in the view of the dif- 
ferent kinds of inflammation which the Do¢tor has taken to aid him in the invefti- 
gation of the fubjeét; he adds, p. 19 “ No doubt there is a propriety, and even 
an advantage in diftinguifhing with accuracy, the organ immediately affected 
by inflammation; yet it is equally certain, that, in all fuch cafes, the great diver~ 
fty in the fymptoms is more imputable to a difference in the Junction of the part en- 
gaged, than to any f{pecific variation in the nature of the inflammation.” I think, 
although this is applied to the effect of inflammation, it is not afking too much of 
the Doétor, to impute the fame diverfity of fymptoms, | that is, the vaifious forms 
of convulfions,’ to a difference in the function of the part engaged, by the greater 
or lefs preffure of a fluid, or turgid vcfiels in the brain, on one part more 
than on another, at different times. For we cannot but admit that preffure from 
the fame fource, will produce a different effect on one part of the brain, from 
what it docs on another. 
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“But how are we to explain (fays the Doétor,) the occurrence 
of effufion, where the accumulation of the irritable principle is 
not fo vigorous, and yet the action of ftimuli is affiduous ? In 
thefe cafes J would conjeGure, that the nervous ftimulus, aéting, 
as I fuppofe, on a mafs of irritability lefs moveable than in convul- 
five habits, excites a paflion, which, if violent, fuddenly deftroys 
irritability, or the vital principle, and death enfues; or which, 
if moderate, engages only a part of the irritability, and the 
natural ftate of temper is regained for a time.” And he illuf- 
trates this (reafoning !) with an account of the diffeftion of 
Mirabeau, who was found to have “un petit ¢panchement 
dans /e cerveau;”—adding * does not this inftance fhew, that 
an irritable temper, almoft conftantly exercifed, may be a 
caufe of effufions in different cavities, and of a watery effufion 
in the brain; which conditions, in all probability, were pre- 
ceded by more or lefs inflammation in the diaphanous mem- 
branes of thofe parts? And muft we not admit an irregularity 
of temper in thofe perfons peculiarly fubject to hydrocephalus 
internus 2” 


{ am forry to fay, I fee nothing like reafoning in the above 
conjectures and fuppofitions. What does the example of Mira- 
beau prove? What, if an irritable temper almoft conftantly exer- 
cifed, is a caufe of effufion in different cavities; and even if 
preceded by inflammation in the diaphanous membranes of 
thofe parts? it does not prove convulfions, (unlefs convulfion 
and irritable temper are fynonimous,) to have excited it. Mira- 
beau was not fubject to thefe; although, it is probable, had 
he lived, the increafing effufion might have induced them. 
Neither can I fee the neceflity of admitting an irritability of 
temper; in thofe perfons peculiarly fubject to hydrocephalus in- 
ternus, more than in any other fpecies of dropfy. I would, 
however recommend it to the Doctor, (if his theory is juft,) 
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Coxe, in Reply to Dr. Patterfon. 63 


to guard againft that temperament fo confpicuous in his 
writings, left it fhould be followed by the fame fatal effect as 


in Mirabeau.* 


Ithought I had been fufficiently explicit in attempting to 
explain, how a {mall additional effufion, in a cafe of chronic 
hydrocephalus, might render it fimilar to a cafe of acute; for 
itis certain, that if the brain is capable of containing by flow in- 
crements, tbi of fluid, without a fatal iffue ; a {mall addition to 
this, fuddenly made, though only to the amount of a tea-{poon- 
ful, might neverthelefs induee all the fymptoms of an acute 
attack, and even death itfelf; for the brain being incapable of 
diftention, muft have time afforded it to accommodate itfelf to 
the effect of preffure, by abforption of a part. There is in this 
nothing incomprehenfible, nothing obfcure; andI muft {till 
declare my firm belief, that the Doctor’s patient fell a victim 
to an attack of acute hydrocephalus, induced by the operation of 
the emetics. At leaft, if a greater effufion of water did hot 
take place fuddenly ; the diffection fhews fuch an increafed 
determination to the blood-veflels of the brain, as was fully 
adequate to the final cataftrophe. 


The Doctor proceeds to fay, that * the influence of convulfive 
affections in caufing accumulations of the fluids in the brain 
is not a new point in pathology ; it has occupied the attention 
of phyficians during fome years paft. A child was indifpofed 
about 2 months with frequent head-ach, which was fuppofed 
to proceed from worms, but anthelmintic medicines afford- 
ed no relief, and he died in a convulfive fit. On opening the 


*It might not have been amifs for the Doctor to have added the {mall refidue 
at the end of his reafoning, as it contains more fenfe than all the preceding. “To 
promote this end, namely, the extenfion of practical knowledge, an accumulation 
of facts is, undoubtedly the apteft means.” If the Doétor could have viewed my 
cafes, as afmall addition to the fags elfewhere enumerated; he might have 
{pared his nngenerous remarks. 
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head, the vefiels of the brain were obferved to be uncom- 
monly turgid, and in the ventricles was found more than dou- 
ble the ordinary quantity of ferum.”—¥<In this cafe, (fays the 
late Dr. Percival, of Manchefter,) I apprehend the turgefcence 
of the veflels was the efeé, and not the canfe of the convuls 
fions ; for the reflux of the blood from the head to the heart 
being obftructed during the fit, in which I believe the patient 
expired, the vafcular diftention muft have been permanent. 
The rednefs and even the blacknefs of the face, which takes 
place in convulfions, affords fufficient proof of fanguineous ac- 
cumulation ;’—*¢ hence it appears, that the fame f{peculative opi- 
nion, which Dr. Coxe ftyles a new theory, with refpect to convul- 
five motions in hydrocephalus, was conceived at leaft 13 years 
before Dr. Coxe wrote, and had obtained fo much credit as 
to induce the learned Dr. Percival to counteract its exten- 
fien.” 


Although the attention of phyficians during fome years, has 
been occupied by reviewing “ the influence of convulfive affec- 
tions in caufing accumulations of the fluids in che brain ;” it by 
no means follows that they were correct in their conjectures. 
On the contrary, I think every fact tends to fhew that, (as Dr. 
P. has done), they have miftaken the caufe for the effect; a 
circumftance by no means uncommon. 


The cafe of the child mentioned above, is clearly in point. 
The head-ach for two months might have led to a more rational 
deduétion than that it proceeded from worms; and the un- 
common turgefcence of the veflels of the brain, after fuch a 
long continued head-ach, might have, I apprehend, led Dr. 
Percival to regard the convulfive fit of which he died, as the ef- 
fect of fuch turgefcence; and I doubt not, 7) de in no wife 
fingular in this opinion, although it is oppofed to the fenti- 
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ments of that truly eminent Phyfician. I muft fay I think 
Dr. Patterfon ftrives hard to give my opinions to another, 
when he afferts that Dr. P. had thonght it neceflary to coun- 
teract its extenfion at leaft 13 years before I wrote; I fee 
no author of that time, quoted as bringing forward the doe- 
trine ; nor any credit which it had then obtained, to induce Dr. 
P. to counteract its extenfion. Had the Doétor really conceived 
it 13 years before ; or had it acquired any credit, the extenfion of 
which he might think it neceffary to counteract ; is it probable 
he would have faid fo little upon it? And is it not ftill lefs 
probable that Dr. Patterfon, in his exprefs treatife on the fub- 
ject, and with this cafe before him, fhould have paffed it in 
filence, and not till now, when he thinks it will anfwer his 
purpofe, detect a theory in Dr. Percival’s writings, which 
any man of common candour will allow to have no pre- 
tenfions to it? If even I wasto admit the fact as fuch,— 
Dr. Percival is ftating a cafe of convulfions, to which he had 
not approximated chorea, (the difeafe I have particularly treated 
of, as fymptomatic of the affection of the brain ;)—and, until 
Dr. Patterfon fhews that Dr. P. intended his ideas to extend 
to chorea, then viewed as a primary difeafe, he muft excufe me 
for {till upholding my claim to the new theory, as he (con- 


temptuoufly) fays I ftyle it. 


“If, as Dr. Coxe fuppofes,” fays Dr. Patterfon, « chorea be 
not an idiopathic difeafe, but arifes /o/ely as a fymptom of the 
chronic hydrocephalus, the chara¢teriftic phenomena of the lat- 
ter fhould always precede, or accompany, the appearance of 
the former. Whereas, upon a careful examination, we fhall 
find, that the fymptoms of chorea exift without any token of 
hydrocephalus, as ftrikingly exemplified in the cafe of my 
patient, already alluded to; in whom its effential features pre» 
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vailed, long before it wrought the change which terminated in 
the fatal effufion into the ventricles of the brain”. The cafe 
above alluded to, examined attentively, will, I think moft fatif- 
factorily prove that hydrocephalus is a caufe,—not an effect, 
of convulfions. The brain by long and flow effufion, (as was 
the cafe with his patient,) is enabled to accommodate itfelf to 
a preflure, which produced more rapidly, would induce death ; 
witnefs the numerous cafes related by authors. It is ftrange 
that Dr. P. fhould be fo attached to the do€trine he holds, as to 
overlook the objections againft it, and to bring forward cafes 


ftrongly oppofing it! I fhould be difpofed to reft the merit 


of the queftion on this cafe, and doubt not that it will 
convey conviction to the minds of many, who perhaps at pre- 


fent, receive without reflection, the Doctor’s affertions for 
proof. 


‘‘ Had the cafes of chorea, (fays Dr. Patterfon,) which came 
under the notice of Sydenham, been accompanied with hydro- 
cephalic fymptoms, fo careful an obferver certainly would 
have mentioned fuch ftriking occurrences, and would not have 
found as he did, thofe cafes liable to periodical returns, which 
rarely, or never, happen in any fpecies of hydrocephalus.” 


Had Sydenham been acquainted with the acute ftate of 
hydrocephalus, I think there is little doubt, that fo fagacious an 
obferver would have drawn an accurate contraft between it, 
and the chronic ftate; and might alfo, from the knowledge it 
would have imprefled upon his mind, have been led to inveftigate 
more thoroughly, the fources of chorea, on which he has fo 
flightly treated. The reafon is evident why Dr. Sydenham 
did not detect the fymptoms of hydrocephalus ; becaufe in 
the chronic ftate, many are wanting (owing to the effect 
produced by habit, as I have before attempted to explain,) 
which are almoft effential to its acute attack. The wonder 
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is lefs, that Sydenham fhould have failed in demonftrating the 
caufe of a difeafe he regarded as primary; when Dr. Patter- 
fon, with the advantages he pofleffes over that illuftrious cha- 
racter, and with cafes and diffections fo ftrong in point, came 
no nearer than putting caufe for effect. 


“ Non omnia poffumus omnes.” 


And here I muft advert to Dr. P.’s note, in which I am 
charged with overfight, in refpeét to Sydenham’s theory of 
chorea, becaufe I fay, he ‘fcarcely adverts to any thing but 
its curious gefticulations.” I confefs I did not think it necef- 
fary to attempt a confutation of his theory, which afcribes it 
to an humour thrown on the nerves, &c. I had not overlooked 
it; but I muft leave it for Dr. P. to combat, unlefs indeed 
he means to uphold it; which mentioning it as he does, feems 
toimply. It is indeed, rather furprifing, that Dr. P. has not 
detected my theory in Dr. Sydenham’s ; as mine depends upon 
the preffure of a fluid on the brain and nerves. 


As to my being aware of the difficulty on this point, (Syden- 
ham’s, &c. above,) and putting the queftion «If hydrocephalus 
is the caufe of chorea, it may be afked, as the former is not an 
unfrequent difeafe, why the latter does not more often occur?” 
I confeffed myfelf ignorant of the reafon; but it by no 
means follows, as the Doétor fo confidently affirms, ¢ that it 
would a/ways be produced, if it poffefled the affinity of a fymp- 
tom.” I will only afk, if any diforder exifts, in which any in- 
dividual fymptom of it, which may be named,—is not occafion- 
ally abfent ?—Does not the Doétor himfelf allow, as well as 
others, that one of the moft leading fymptoms of hydrocephalus, 
viz. ftrabifmus, is not always prefent? Cold applied to vari- 
ous parts, will produce a diverfity of complaints, attended 
with their peculiar fymptoms : in like manner it may be imagin- 
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ed that preflure on different portions of the brain, may 
induce a diverfity of fymptoms. The objection of the Doétor 
to a thing devoid of certainty, does not prove, either that 
he is right, or that 1am wrong. I muft however, be per- 
mitted to enjoy my belief, that although hydrocephalus is 
not always, or even frequently, accompanied by chorea, 
yet wherever chorea does exift, there, hydrocephalus or its 
preceding ftate of inflammation and turgefcence of the veflels, 
(which I prefume may alfo be chronic,) alfo exifts as the caufe. 
It is not neceflary I apprehend to its exiftence, that a gallon 
of water fhould be effufed ; for the difeafe may be as complete 
with but a tea-fpoonful, as with a larger quantity ; although it 
may be lefs dangerous, inafmuch as the brain will fooner accom- 
modate itfelf to the preffure. 


The Doctor afferts that in his fecond cafe of chorea, not a 
fymptom of hydrocephalus can be traced, and adds, that my 
fecond cafe is of the fame defcription. ‘To this I may obferve, 
that the aflertion by no means proves that water did not exift 
in the brain. ‘The Doctor however, gives reafon to fuppofe, 
that fome undue effufion, or determination of blood in the 
brain exifted, when he tells us, that his patient ‘ although ad- 
dicted to much talking in his health, yet his loquacity is now 
greatly increafed.”—-And few will difpute the probability of 
the fame in the cafe I have detailed, from the fatuity and idiotic 
appearance confpicuous in the patient. 


“ Inftezd (fays Dr. P.) of being folely a fymptom of chronic 
hydrocephalus, chorea fometimes proceeds from obftructed 
menfes, fometimes from expofure to rigorous weather, but gene- 
rally from irritation in the firft paflages.” I would afk, if the 
former of thefe fuppofed caufes may not be itfelf, reafonably fup- 
pofed dependant, on the difeafe of the brain ?—or if it be the 
original fiource of the difeafe, whether it may not act by the 
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determination of blood, inducing effufion, &c., in the brain ? 
In the fame way, may rigorous weather, and irritation of the 


firft paflages promote chorea, by firft inducing hydrocephalus. 


As for convulfive agitations excited by particular irritations 
of the ftomach; or choreatic gefticulations being attended 
by a fpafmodic affection of the organs of deglutition ; it would 
require more proof than the Doétor has brought, to convince 
me, that poifonous and other fubftances taken into the fto- 
mach, cannot excite determination to the brain, (as well as they 
can excite diforders of the fkin,) and thereby be a remote caufe 
of convulfions ;—or, that the {pafmodic affection of the organs 
of deglutition and the accompanying choreatic gefticulations, 
did not both depend on one common caufe, viz. preflure on the 
brain. 


The cafes of Mr. Alexander, to which Dr. P. refers, are 
ftrongly corroberative of my fentiments refpecting this difeafe, 
although Dr. P has laboured hard to obviate. the impreflion, 
which a review of the fymptoms muft neceflarily create. In 
the firft cafe, the fymptom of ftrabifmus occurred,—*‘ a fymp- 
tom (the Doétor fays) of cerebral affection, yet hydrocephalus 
(he adds) fhall not be the confequence.” No indeed! it fhall 
not be the confequence, but was apparently the caufe, both of 
it and of the chorea. The Doétor afferts that “the ftrabif- 
mus can be with reafon afcribed only to the efforts of the brain 


to recruit its impaired energy, (rifum teneatis!) but cannot on good ° 


grounds, be imputed to hydrocephalus ;’—thus does theory 
oppofe reafon !—The diminifhed tone of the alimentary canal, 
which the Doftor confiders as the occafional caufe of the con- 
vulfive motions, is certainly more rationally deduced from the 
prefflure on the brain, to which it might then add additional 
force by the preflure of the contents of the alimentary canal 
on the defcending aorta. ‘But furely, (adds the Doétor tri- 
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umphantly,) no theory, even the newe/f, can make us believe, 
whilft we are in our fenfes, (Q. E. D. ) that every repetition of 
the ftrabifmus was occafioned by the effufion of a- fluid into 
fome cavity of the brain, and that each ceffation of the ocular 
diftortion was the effect of the abforption of that fluid.” I 
will venture to afk if there is any thing remarkably difficult in 
this belief ? Do we not fee fluids effufed and partially re-abforb- 
ed, and again recurring, in other cavities? And why is the 
brain alone to be an exception? If this belief is even not 
correct, it is not unreafonable to believe that the ftrabifmus 
ceafed, when the brain had become habituated to the preflure 
excited by the fluid, and continued abfent, until by a frefh ad- 
dition of fluid, an inordinate degree of preffure was again ex- 
cited. 


The ‘morbid condition of the alimentary canal” in Mr. 
Alexander’s fecond cafe, in my mind ferves to ftrengthen 
the convittion, that the preffure on the brain was the caufe of 
both it and the chorea :—not, as the Doftor fuppofes, that 
this morbid condition “in a conftitution of confiderable mobi- 
lity,” (an expreflion conveying no precife meaning, ) is the gene- 
ral caufe of the difeafe in queftion. 


The third cafe, I view as equally conclufive on my fide, 
{although Dr. P. gives it againft me,) more efpecially as it 
ferves to evince the propriety of a different treatment in 
different ftates of the difeafe. For that * the tonic and antifpaf- 
modic fyftem of prefcription” is invariably juft, will I think 
be advocated but by few. Sydenham bled and purged re- 


peatedly in this difeafe y and the medicines employed by Mr. 


Alexander, were beft adapted to the ftage at which they 
were employed, though they probably might not have proved 
equally ferviceable in the commencement. I prefume Dr. P. 
himfelf will acquiefce in the juftice of this obfervation, and that 
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he does not mean to fay, that tonic and antifpafmodic remedies 
are invariably proper. 


The Doétor I obferve, had fome flight difpofition to allow 
the doctrine to be juft, (that chorea is a fymptomatic difeafe,) 
when he adds, at the clofe of his remarks on Mr. Alexander’s 
cafes, that ‘they (the cafes) all likewife tend to evince, that 
chorea is not a fymptomatic ailment, at /ea/? not naturally 
fymptomatic of hydrocephalus”—I muft therefore believe that 
it has made more impreffion on the Doétor than he is 
willing to admit, or than his endeavours to overturn it, by 
his copious references, would feem to fhew.* 


The cafe brought forward from the Medical Repofitory, is 
one which depends on a caufe, originally fo different from any 
other, that it is truly difficult to reafon upon it. I cannot how- 
ever perceive that it adds any ftrength to the Doétor’s ideas 
refpecting chorea, nor that it precludes the poflibility of the 
exiftence of water in the brain, either previoufly exifting, or 
excited by the primary fource of the complaint itfelf. 


If Dr. Whytt has fhewn, as Dr. P. afferts, «that a delicate 
ftate of the firft paffages, or a depraved fenfibility of their 
nerves not only difpofes people to many complaints in thofe 
parts, but that the whole nervous fy{tem is thereby rendered 
more moveable, and liable to be affected by the flighteft exciting 
caufes ;” may it not be equally inferred, that what is capable of 


* Both the fymptoms and cure alike prove chorea to be /ymptomatic of prefflure 
on the brain, and that it never is, nor never can be, an idiopathic difeafe. We 
might as well call the convulfive movements of hyfteria, epilepfy, &c. idiopathic, 


without a reference to their primary fource—of which thofe movements are 
merely fymptomatic ! 
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exciting fuch morbid aétion in the nervous, is equally capable 
of producing fimilar refults in the arterial fyftem, and thereby 
of promoting effufion in various cavities of the body; in which 
the brain would be likely to be a principal fufferer ? 


Is it poflible the cafe of Dr. Macbride, adverted to by Dr. 
P. could not awaken in his mind one idea, that in a difeafe of 
12 years ftanding, the brain was enabled fo to accommodate 
itfelf to the changes induced in it, that no fymptoms of difeafe 
fhould be apparent, except of fymptomatic chorea? Where is 
the Doétor’s morbid condition of the alimentary canal &c. &c. 
for fo long a period ? And why could not tonics and antifpaf- 
modics effect a cure? The anfwer is plain;—becaufe the 
chorea was not idiopathic, and the remedies were not adapted 
to the original difeafe. 


The cafes adduced from the Briftol infirmary, are I think, 


{trongly in my favour. The boy of 17, who received a blow on | 


the head feveral years before, requiring the ufe of the trepan, 
although well, till within three months of the attack of chorea, 
was apparently during that period, flowly receiving the impreflion 
from watery effufion, although this chronic ftate of hydroce- 
phalus did not produce the fymptom of chorea till fo long 
after. The brain by flow effufion, conformed to the increafing 
preffure ; as is furprifingly evident in every part of the body: 
and could the cafes enumerated, have been diffected, no one 
can difpute the great probability of finding the ventricles large- 
ly diftended with water. In thefe inftances, it can {carcely be 
called congeftion ; becaufe the abforption of the brain, would 
correfpond with the flow depofition of fluid. 


The girl who died of hydrocephalus, after being cured by 
zinc, fhews a cafe fimilar to mine related. Here, for a time 
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by the ufe of the zinc, chorea is fufpended or cured; yet. from 
fome caufe, an increafed determination to the brain, (produced 
more fuddenly than. it had been accuftomed to,) converts the 
chronic hydrocephalus into its acute form, and with a fatal 


iffue. 


The other girl is, cured: by bark and the cold bath; remedies, 
apparently highly proper at that period, to excite the abforp- 
tion of the exifting fluid. Some analogy might here be drawn 
from the converfion of chronic rheumatifm into acute, if it 
was neceflary ; but every one can apply the arguments which 
might be ufed. | 


As for the cafe of Dr. Hales, in the note, of a woman 
receiving a fevere blow of the head, &c. fucceeded by 
chorea, during the exiftence of which, no fymptoms of hydro- 
cephalus appeared, and in which the cure was effected by ftimu- 
lants principally ;—I would afk if fuch a blow was not likely 
to lay the foundation for effufion as the caufe of chorea; al- 
though the brain may have accommodated itfelf to the flow de- 
pofition, and thereby have been uninfluenced by fymptoms, 
which its more fudden effufion muft have induced ?—efpecially 
as the Doétor allows that in a great majority of injuries to the 
head, no convulfions arife. And why? Becaufe in general in 
injuries of the head, venefection, the beft preventive of morbid 
effufion from arterial a€tion, is timely had recourfe to. 


The five cafes colle&ted by Mr. Mullen, in the Edinburgh, 
Medical and Surgical Journal, which were under the care of that 
able and judicious phyfician Dr. Hamilton, I regard as highly 
inftru€tive ; inafmuch as they afford fufficient evidence of the 
great importance of conftant purging in the complaint, whieh, 
fo far from debilitating, added ftrength to the fyitem, by pro- 
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bably exciting abforption in the brain ; the influence of preflure 
on which, has a ftrong tendency to produce that apparently 
weakened but overburthened ftate of the fyftem, (or what Dr. 

Brown has called indireét debility,) and which is to be removed, 

not by tonies and antifpafmodics, but by depletion. It isa great 
pity Dr. Patterfon has not ftated what Mr. MsMullin has 
faid of Dr. Brown, as it is very applicable to Dr. P. himfelf. 

«Dr. Brown” fays Mr. M‘Mullin, does not mention this dif- 
eafe particularly, but we can be at no lofs for his fentiments 
with regard to it. With Ais ufual dogmatifm, he aflerts that 
all fpafmodic difeafes, are difeafes of debility, and yield readily 
to tonics and antifpafmodics. ‘The firft part of this affertion 
is hypothetical, and the fecond is erroneous.”—Here then we 
fee Dr. P. has little to aid him, either in theory or practice, 
from the opinions of Mr. M‘Mullen. And although I cannot 
agree with Mr. MsMullen as to the caufe of the complaint, 
I am truly rejoiced at the fpeedy triumph of the praétice, 
And this the more fo, becaufe I fee in its effects, the powerful, 
yet well known influence of evacuants, in promoting abforp- 
tion of fluids in diftant parts; and I fee no one reafon, on a 
careful perufal of the cafes, to change my fentiments of the 
nature of the difeafe. Whatever may have been the caufe 
of the black and fetid ftools, there can be little doubt of the 
influence, which either their acrimony, or quantity, produced 
on the difeafe ; for we find, that if at any time ‘the cathartics 
did not produce an evacuation, the involuntary motions recur- 


{ ved, and all the fymptoms were aggravated.” Now, that the 
_ fufpenfion of the alvine difcharge, fhould augment the difeafe 


by checking the abforption of the fluid in the brain, or by 
giving an opportunity to the exhalants to throw out an addi- 
tional quantity, is not furprifing; and rather adds weight to the 
theory I have advanced. Be this as it may, I think I may con- 
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fidently affirm, that if thef€ cafes give no fanétion to my 
fentiments, they afford ftill lefs to thofe of Dr. Patterfon. 


The cafes adduced by Mr. M‘Mullen, of chorea produced by 
teething, and on which fo great ftrefs is laid by Dr. Patterfon, 
do not, I apprehend militate againft me. It is true I may not 
be able fatisfactorily to explain the effect this irritation might 
have induced on the brain, difpofed, it is poflible, (nay probable, 
as we fo feldom fee a like effect from the caufe afligned,) to 
hydrocephalus :—yet if Dr. P. will admit of analogy, I might 
mention the numerous cafes of tetanic convulfions excited by 
a flight pun€ture in a very diftant part of the body ; and if 
fuch an effect may arife from a caufe, apparently fo trifling, 
it cannot be a matter of aftonifhment, that irritation on the 
gums may excite preternatural action in the veflels of the 
brain, and by caufing effufion, induce a difpofition to chorea ; 
which a removal of the caufe, (by preventing the increafe, or 
continuance of the effect, viz. effufion,) would immediately 
obviate :—One thing however, is proved from the cafes, viz. 
that however this irritation might act, the chorea induced, 
was fymptomatic, and not a primary difeafe: and this is 
confirmed by the cafe mentioned by Mr. MsMullen from 
Dr. Gregory ;—in which two fucceflive attacks of chorea were 
removed, by taking out the firft fet of teeth, by the fide of which 
the fecond fet were pufhing up. At the age of 15, this boy 
was again attacked with chorea, when wo cau/fe of irritation 
was difcovered 1 his mouth, and he was now cwyred with 
extract of cinchona and fulphate of iron.—The important 
changes, which at the age of puberty take place in the fyftem, 
may I conceive, be a fuflicient caufe of increafed ation 
in the veffels of the brain, difpofed, by former attacks 
on that organ, to effufion; which was removed, by the tone 
and figar given to the fyitem generally, enabling the veffels 
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of the brain in particular, to refift the continuance of undue 
determination to them,—or the abforbents to receive with 
equal facility, any fluid which the exhalants might pour into 
the ventricles, 


That worms are very unjuftly accufed of exciting this dif- 
eafe by their irritation in the alimentary canal, I have en- 
deavoured to fhew in the effay which has called forth Dr. 
Patterfon’s remarks. That they may, when exifting in a perfon 
affected with chorea, aggravate the difeafe, I have little doubt ; 
but this muft be by a primary effet induced on the vafcular 
fyftem, tending to augment the already overloaded veffels, or 
ventricles of the brain. The influence of purgatives in the 
cure of the cafes related by Mr. M‘Mullen, evince fufhiciently, 
that when worms are in any cafe evacuated by purgative medi- 
eines, it is the operation of the cathartic—and not their mere 
expulfion, that benefits the patient; although, no doubt, 
much good may refult from obviating a fource of irritation, 


whether arifing from worms or from a conttipated ftate of the 
bowels. 


Dr. P. has related the cafes recorded by Sir George Baker, 
of certain poor children, ‘‘ who by breathing vitiated air, were 
thrown into exceflive tormina of the alimentary canal, which 
were attended with convulfions and delirium.” Surely, without 
referring this to the indirect irritation on the prime via, a nearer 
road might have led to the truth, when the immediate action 
of this vitiated air upon the lungs, is taken into view; which, 
by not fupplying fufficient oxygen to fanguify, (if I may ufe 
the expreflion without the Jafh of Dr. P.’s criticifm,) the blood; 
would produce fuch remora in the veffels of the brain, as may 
reafonably account for convulfions and delirium. Whether 
the tormina were produced by the vitiated air, or by,@as is 
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probable;) unwholefome food ; it appears evident, that both 
they, and the convulfions were only fymptomatic ; and that 
the convulfions were lefs likely to be induced by the tormina, 
than by the caufe I have afligned. 


The three cafes of chronic convulfions occurring in one 
family, as related by Dr. Armftrong in the ninth volume of the 
Edinburgh Medical Commentaries, and quoted by Dr. P.; 
are fo very extraordinary, as to leave little room for reafoning 
upon them. I fee however, {mall reafon to connect them 
with chorea ;—and as I have not undertaken to fay, that al/ 
convulfive difeafes depend on hydrocephalus, fol fhall pafs 
them .over, without any further remark, than, that although 
no hydrocephalic fymptom was apparent, it does not conclufive- 
ly follow, that that difeafe did not exift. Dr. Armftrong 
confidered them as truly epileptic, and I fee no reafon for 
diffent. 


As for what Dr. P. fays, refpefting general convulfions at- 
Aending an herpetic eruption, or epileptic fits from the ftimulus 
of bile, in rheumatic fever, &c. I have nothing to remark, as 
his obfervations are irrelevant to the fubject in difpuie; inaf- 
much ashe is {peaking of convulfions generally ; and I am only 
contending for one form of them ; and it would too far extend 
the limits of my paper, to wander into another field for ar- 
gument. 


“In genuine hydrocephalus internus, (fays Dr. P.) con- 
yulfive affections do not occur, until the difcafe be far advanced, 
and the choreatic /pecies of thofe affections is the rareff at any 
flage of it.” I think, was I difpofed to atttack the Doétor 
unfairly, I might fay, this is an approximation to my opinion. 
I will, however fay, that it is the very thing I contend for. In 
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the acute ftage, the fymptoms are rapid, and readily diftinguifh- 
ed; inthe chronic, gradatim, and habit prevent the changes 
being fo apparent. 


“From a review, (adds Dr. P.) of 32 cafes of genuine 
hydrocephalus internus, I find, that in 15 of them no convul- 
fions took place : and that in any of the other 17 cafes, fpafms 
or convulfive motions did not occur, until the hydrocephalus 
had fubfifted /everal days, nay in fome, not until it had conti- 
nued feveral weeks.” & Befides, from a review of a few cafes of 
fpurious hydrocephalus, wherein the head was confiderably 
enlarged, it appears that, in fome of thefe, the convulfions 
did not attack at the beginning, and that, in others, even in thofe 
afcribed to external injuries, no convulfions appeared.” 


The laft part of this paragraph, I add to prevent any idea of 
withholding evidence; though I have no where faid, that 
either convulfions or chorea mutt inevitably follow the exiftence 
of hydrocephalus, but have diftin€tly afferted the contrary, 
without pretending to fay, why it fhould fo happen. As to 
the former part, I think it ftrongly conclufive in my favor; 
as the acute hydrocephalus, ftriétly fpeaking, is rarely a 
difeafe of weeks; and the Doétor allows that the convul- 
fions did not come on, till long after the prefence of hydro- 
cephalus! What more could I defire, than this confeflion ? 
for if the Doétor admits this; furely he might admit the fame 
of chorea; which he above regards as a fpecies of convul- 
fions. 


The cafes adduced from Mr. Pott, to fhew that in a majority 
of cafes of wounds of the head,. convulfive affections have not 
occurred, are entirely unconnected with our fubjeét ;—for until 
the Doétor fhews, that by convulfive affections he particularly 
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means chorea, I cannot but think he is unneceflarily enlarging 
the original point of controverfy. Yet even here I might 
fafely meet him ;—for when particular information is given of 
the appearances on diflection. of thofe who died, after convul- 
fions had enfued, I think, without a reference to the cafes, that 
fuppuration, &c. producing preflure on the brain, was evident ; 
evincing the convulfions to be the effect, (and confequently 
fymptomatic ;) unlefs the Doctor can afford /ronger grounds 
for belief that the convulfions caufed the fuppuration, than he 
has that chorea produced the effufion, evinced in the difleétion 
of his and my cafes. 


As for Dr. P.’s affertion, that my ftyled “mew theory is 
nothing more than that pathological doétrine, known {ince 
the days of Hippocrates, and termed converfions of difea/es ;” 
I can only fay, I am forry to fee Dr. P. defcend to tub- 
terfuges, to invalidate my claim, to what I confider a juft view 
of the doctrine of chorea. I think it needlefs to follow the 
Doétor in this part of the difpute ; or to deny that any con- 
verfion of difeafe takes place in the complaint which is the 
fubject of my remarks.* I confidered the Doétor as a more 
epen champion for his caufe than I find him to be; and 
fhould therefore regard any triumph over him, (if the medical 
world fhould fanction my remarks,) as lefs confiderable, than 
[ fhould be otherwife difpofed to confider it. I fhall, however, 
obferve, that the Doctor appears to have brought cafes even 
here, to {npport my theory ;—as when he fays « hydrocepha- 
lus internus has been tranfmuted into palfy, and palfy into 
hydrocephalus internus ;” and furnifhes us with, what he fays, 
is an appofite inftance of the latter, from Dr. Ferriar.  *6 Eighz 
months after the appearance of the paralytic fymptoms, the 
patient complained of fevere head-ach; vifion became indifiing, 


* If it be as old as Hippocrates, why has Dr. P. endeavoured give it to Dr. 
Percival ? 
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and at length was entirely loft. Epileptic fits thes came on, 
and he died comatofe. When the head was opened, the ven- 
tricles of the brain were found full of water, and feveral tu- 
mours, which in the prevailing medical language, might be 
called {crophulous, were obferved in. different parts of the 
brain.” Here it feems to me, caufe and effect are very evident, 
without recurring to tranfmutation. The fcrophulous tu- 
mours (as the patient laboured under them elfewhere,) feem 
the original difeafe ; and probably by their preffure induced the 
palfy. That they tended to excite the hydrocephalus, I have 
no doubt; nor that this hydrocephalus had been long advanc- 
ing to its fatal termination; not as a chronic difeafe, but by 
fome adventitious caufe, evinced by the head-ach, &c. (the brain 
having accommodated itfelf by habit, to its previoufly difeafed 
and deranged ftate,) which induced a fudden effufion, in 
addition, by which the fymptoms of acute hydrocephalus 
became evident,—and epileptic fits enfued. This alfo fhews 
that the epilepfy here, was a fymptomatic affection and not a 
primary one.—It proves the connexion of thofe convulfive fymp- 
toms; and I will add, it ftrengthens” the probable juftice of 
my obfervations F 


Of the converfions of difeafe, I have no doubt; but I muft 


“be permitted to queftion it, in the prefent inftance. I would 


add the fame of the cafe related from Dr. Percival, of pulmo- 
nary confumption cofiverted into hydrocephalus, by the vio- 
lent fyccuflions of coughing. ‘That the coughing induced the 
effufion of water in the brain, I doubt not; but I can only con- 
fider the abience of the cough, &c. &c. after the fymptoms of 
hydrocephalus enfued, as a fufpenfion of the one, by the more 
violent a¢tion of the other. Still however, if I was tomdmit all 
the Doétor’s fallacious reafoning from the various cafes he ad- 
duces, Ido not think it would add one particle of ftrength, to the 
weak fabric he has attempted to raife. 
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The cafe of Dr. P.’s patient, (neither “mutilated nor mif- 


6 eonftrued by Dr. Coxe,” as Dr. P. is pleafed to affirm ; but in 
7 which fentiment I truft no perfon will join him, after a candid 
 perufal of the Doctor’s own ftatement, and of the fhort abftraé& 
~ [have given of the cafe ;) is not, I venture to afirm “a clear 
~ cafe of the converfion of chorea into hydrocephalus ;”__but 
4 in my opinion, demonitrative of the truth of the theory I 
~ have ventured to bring forward. In detailing what I did of 
_ the cafe, it was not my intention to criticife either the 
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Doétor’s opinions or praétice;—but merely to ufe thofe parts 
of it, which I imagined favourable to my fentiments. I 
_ fhall here however, analize more clofely this cafe, in hopes 


D of rendering thofe fentiments more plaufible, than in my 


former effay ;* and I think I fhall make it appear, that it 

was truly a cafe of fymptomatic chorea, arifing from the 

preflure of water in the brain, which the prefent explana- 

tion of Dr. P. ferves but to confirm, although he aflirms it to 
" come under the fecond fubdivifion, third head of converfions, 
~ thus laid down by Dr. Ferriar. «If the original be a chronic 
diforder, fuch a ftate of the habit (favourable to the production 
_ of another difeafe,) may take place during its continuance, 
' and the acceffory difeafe may be fimply fuper-added, or it may 
_ vary the form, or affect the duration of the former.” 


Lee 


* In this cafe (of a girl between eight and nine years of age,) the patient had 


ah 


ficknefs; which were always removed at the time, by an emetic, whofe operation 
_ pumped up fome bile.” A few weeks before Dr. Patterfon’s vifit, (Ap. 3d, 179¢) 


Ate 


fer fome years “ been liable to frequent, tormenting head-achs, and /evere ftomach 
# 


, " “an unfteadinefs of her limbs” was firft obferved, with other fymptoms of chorea. 


“She had a catarrhal complaint, attended with a fevere cough, before the convule 
five gefticulations were noticed.” The Doétor found her pulfe fow and {mall ; 
and the eyes regular and found. Bowels tardy, their habitual difpofition. 
Head free of pain, and difturbance, &c.: a blifter was applied between the 
fhoulders ; a flannel fhift ordered ; and the moft acceptable diet to her palate. 
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The cafe I have firft related « which (fays Dr. P.) intpired 
him (Dr. C.) with the rudiments of the new theory, was a Cale of 


I would here afk, whether the long continued head-ach to which fhe was fub- 
jet, may not be imputable (if not to the depofition of water, at leaft) to an 
augmented determination of bloed to the brain, at thofe periods of the acceflion 
of head ach? and whether the fevere ftomach ficknefs, and ufe of emetics, might 
not have been continually increafing the difpofition to effufion, by ftill further add- 
ing to the determination of blood, in a part apparently in a weakened ftate? 
I would afk likewife, whether the fevere cough before the convulfive gefticula- 
tions were obferved, might not have produced the fame effect, as is allowed to 
have occurred not however by converfion of difeafe, in Dr. Percival’s cafe, as 
noticed in Dr. Patterfon’s obfervations with the view of fhewing the influence 
of coughing upon the brain? Here then we have fome room, at the very com- 


mencement of the hiftory of the cafe, to apprehend the exiftence of the effufion, | 
which Dr. Patterfon fuppofes was the effec? of the chorea; but which appears to | 


me, more properly to be regarded as the effect of preffure, then exifting. 


It is by rio means requifite to notice the daily prefcriptions, which were chiefly 
of the tonic and antifpafmodic kind, accompanied with occafional purgatives, 
exercife, the warm and cold bath, electricity, &c. 1 fhall therefore obferve, 
that on the roth, after apparently mending, “an alarming faintifhnefs came on, 
fucceeded by languor, oppreflion, and much agitation,” for which ether and 
laudanum were given. On the 22d, a little head-ach, for the fourth time fince 
her prefent illnefs. ‘he vomited twice on the 23d. On the fecond of May, 
fhe began with zinc and columbo. On the fourth, her hair was cut fhort, and 
her head dipped in the cold bath ;—her appetite dimiifhed, yet her ftrength 


Was as good as befcre. 


15th. Sicknefs and vomiting, &c. 21{t. Removed into the country ; in 
every refpect feemed gaining ground. From this date to the 21ft June, the 
was not feen by Dr. P. but regular accounts were tran{mitted to him. 


24th. Fatigued by ride.—Very fick, reached, vomited, and threw up 
phlegm. 26th. Agitations morning and evening. 


27th. So much agitated that the antifpafmodic medicine was given along 


with the tonic. She has fome little ufe of the /-ft, but not any of the right 
hand, 
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fimilar converfion,” I can only fay that this converfion,—(or per- 
verfion,) exifts only in the Doctor’s imagination. It was this 


28th. Very fick.—Little or no ufe or power of the right hand; the left the 
~ can do almoft any thing with. 


I hhall here beg permiffion to inquire on what could depend the total fofs of 
: power of the right; whilft the ft hand remained capable of doing almoft any 
a thing? Surely we tiiall not be told that the chorea was the caufe! | will afk, 
. what mere reafonable explanation can be given, than that preffure, and that 
4 partial, on the brain, produced this effect ? and if preffure, what more likely than 
4 > that it arofe from water, already exifting in the ventricles ; which the difle@ion 
- but a hort time fubfequently, proved to amount to three ounces? It has been ob- 
3 ferved, that injuries fuftained on one fide of the head, produce a paralyfis of the 
~ oppofite. Now as the diffection fhews that two ounces of fluid exifted in the 
~ L-ft ventricle, and only half that quantity in the right, may we not imagine it to 
” induce this paralyfis moft particularly on the right-fide ? 


June 8th. Sick again——I muft obferve that my reafons, for mentioning the 
) periods of her ficknefs at ftomach, which was accompanied with vomiting, is, 
4 that I confider the ftraining induced thereby, as adding greatly to the deter- 
: mination of blood to the brain, and confequently rendering the difpofition to ef- 
' fafion ftill greater. 








‘ It is fubfequently obferved, that “ notwithftanding thofe two fick days, fhe 
4 had got ftrong and fteady in the mufcular powers, fo much fo that fhe was able 
3 to run about, to ufe her left hand nearly as well as ever, and to command her 
_ right hand in a vifibly progreflive degree of improvement.” {his | fhould ap- 
a prehend, depended on fome degree of abforption of the effufed fluid, by which 
4 the preffure on the brain was diminifhed. This ftate of improvement, was how- 
i ever but fhort, for on the 13th fhe had much head ach, and ficknefs of ftomach, 
- which continued without relief three days; and on the fourth, by domettic advice, 
fhe. got two grains of tartarized antimony, with camomile infufion, which exe 
cited a watery evacuation by vomiting ;—her night’s fleep was worfe than ufual: 
appetite much impaired ; involuntary motion of the right hand; and what fhe 
looked at, appeared clouded, or rather ftriped with red and purple. —Do not thefe 
fymptoms indicate increafed determination to the brain? And what fo likely to 





increafe it, as the emetic ? 


18th. Head and ficknefs fo bad, that a fecond emetic was given, with the dif- 
charge of much bile and phlegm; and {eemingly with relief ; but the hcad ach next 
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cafe, and the diffection, which awakened in me a defire of 
inveftigating the fubject, which till then, had not been 


morning was equally bad. The bath was ufed, and being as ill as ever, fhe begged 
for more tartarized antimony, and went to bed very feverifh. About nine that 
evening, three grains of James’ powder were given, with no vifible effed. 
She paffed a tolerable night, but foon after waking, hor head was as bad as previ. 
oully. 


2oth. Bour grains of the fever powder at eight in the morning, which proved 
emetic. Slept a good deal in the courfe of the day,* yet complained much of her 
head; powder repeated at five and ten in the evening ;'a gentle perfpiration of 
fome hours. Head-ach, quick pulfe and heat undiminifhed ; the heart beat re- 
markably rapid ; much flufhed.—Could not water be yet fufpected ? 


aift. Very little fleep; very hot, pulfe quick, but not fo ftrong as yefterday ; 
fighs frequently ; purgatives produced no effect. 


22d. Dr. Patterfon faw her ; and found her complaining grievou/ly of the bead- 
ach, fits of incoherent muttering, but in general fenfible ; face flu/bed, eyes com- 
pofed, and regularly affected by light, &c.; pulfe go, hard and full. 


From this particular attention to the ftate of the eyes, then, it is probable the 
Doctor now began to regard it, as a cafe of hydrocephalus, but not finding the 
fymptoms he expected, he cannot yet view it as fuch ; and we muft conclude, his 


mind did net embrace the idea of water in the ventricles, until the coma and ftra- 
bifmus, &c. came on, on the 25th. 


“ Convulfive agitations vanifhed ; and is poffeffed of as full power of her hands, 
&c. as confiftent with her lately diminifhed ftrength.” Blifters to the head, 
effervefcing mixture and infufion of columbo freely given: emollient injections; 
two grains of calomel every night ; and a few drops of thebaic tinéture were 


added to two dofes of the neutral mixture to compofe the anxiety and reftlefs- 
nefs. 


* In fpeaking of a cafe attended by Dr. Quin in 1771, ‘at p. 5. 6.) Dr. Patter- 
fon fays, “for we do not find the idea held by the parents, namely, that of the 
difeafe being a common fever, was contradicted by the Doctor, who accordingly 
permitted the adminiftration of Fames’ powder; the confequence cf which was, 
as might be epected, that the ftupor very foon came on.” Now, can we {fup- 
pofe, that in Dr. Patterfon’s cafe, the ufe cf both James’ powder and emetics, 
would be lefs likely to produce a fimilar refult ? 
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particularly the object of my attention. Will the Dottor 
afirm, that the chorea was converted into hydrocephalus, 


a3d. Refted tolerably ; blifter operated fully ; much relief of head; pulfe and 
other circumftances as yefterday ; vomited foon after drefling the blifter, &c. 
The Dodor returned home, and was informed by letter the next day, that foon 
after leaving her, “ fhe was feized with a violent delirium, raving inceffantly, &c.”’ 
av emollient injection produced an evacuation, but no relief; fhe lof her fpeech 
faddenly, and groaned continually, &c. In fome time a copious fweat broke out. 
It appeared fhe had fuffered a paralytic ftroke, as evinced by a diftortion of the 
mouth, and a fubfequent privation of her right hand. Quere ? What did the 
previous privation of her right hand evince? 


Here, | may obferve, that the chroni: hydrocephalus appears to be converted 
into the acute ftate, by fome additional effufion, more rapidly made, than the brain 
could conform to; which I attribute to the action of the repeated emetics ; for 
now, 25th, the Doctor found her ina comatofe ftate; low delirium; frabifmus 
towards the left fide ; pupils dilated, and infenfible co light; flufhed; breathing quick ; 
fufpiria ; partial perfpirations ; convulfively affected in the Jcft fide ; torpid in the 
right fide ; deglutition much impaired; pulfe 110, and unequal ; coftive. 


26th. Quiet during the night; but coma, &c. continued ; /:ft arm and hand 
more convulfed ; right arm continues motionlefs. ; 


This fhews the affinity of the paralyfis, and the convulfions ; and that both 
were fymptomatic, arifing probably, from preflure on different portions of the 
brain, and differing in degree. . 


a7th. General convulfions laft night, between r1 and 12, recurring at different 
intervals, and of various ftrength until the laft ;—death clofing the fcene about 
two the enfuing morning. : 


DISSECTION. 


Blood veffels of dura mater turgid and reddifh, exhibiting ftrong marks of a 
preceding inflamed ftate. About two oz. of blood flowed from the longitudinal 
finus by wounding it with the faw. Cortical and medullary fubftance of brain 
fhewed no other morbid appearance than a kind of ferous diffu/ion, over the circum- 
volutions of the lobes: the left lateral portion of the plexus choroides, feemed 
inflamed. From the left ventricle two ounces of watery fluid iffued, and 
half that amount from the right. No other figns of difeafe obferved. 
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when chorea exifted to the laft; or that fo large an accumu- 
lation of water as 12 oz. could have taken place fuddenly, with- 
out producing inftant death, when the flighteft attention to 
the circum{tances of the diffeCtion muft evince, that it muft 
have been flowly accumulating ? The brain incapable of yield- 
ing, muft have‘gradually accomodated itfelf by its abforption. I 
can now readily fee the reafon, why I did not then fufpec hy- 
drocephalus ; for I had no idea, that the chronic hydrocepha- 
Jus could progrefs, with fo few charaCteriftics of its acute 
form. I was, indeed, then, in the dark ; and fhould truly have 
taken in “ good part” the Doctors endeavours (however feeble,) 


I have thus, without giving the minute detail of each day, ftated the various 
circumftances which appear to lead inevitably to the conclufion I have drawn ; 
and I believe it is unneceffary to enlarge my remarks to a greater extent, as the 
whole of the effay will give my explanation of the various fymptoms. After 
reading this cafe, I think few can doubt that the convulfions and the paralyfis, 
were here the fymptomatic effects of preffure from the water ; for it is not to be 
credited, that fo much water could have bcen evacuated in fo fhort atime, after 
the fymptoms of hydrocephalus enumerated on the 25th, and the deceafe of the 
patient on the 27th. I muft therefore, ftill believe that every circumftance upholds 
the truth of the opinion I have advanced, that the chorea, &c. were induced by the 
water which had been gradually accumulating, probably from the original com- 
menceifent of her head-ach, many years before ; and that the effects of the eme- 
tics on the 17th and 18th of the month, were, by inducing too great a deter- 
mination to the brain, to induce the inflammation apparent, and turgefcence of 
the veflels, and thereby, alfo, probably to caufe an additional effufion, inducing 
coma, delirium, ftrabifmus and dilated pupils, &c. 


I fhal] not follow the Doctor in the obfervations which the cafe has led him 
into; except to fay, that I think his cafe proves, that the “ ancients and moft of 
the moderns” were right in confidering chorea under the general head of con- 
vulfions; “although it be attended with feveral peculiar circumftances.” 1 
would afk, what but thefe “ peculiar circumftances,” could difcriminate it from 
other fpecies ? Cullen then, has not corrected an error, but has fallen inta one, 
when he acknowledges in the later editions of his fynopfis, that he was miftaken 
in fuppofing it to be merely a variety of thofe maladies. His ftumbling from 
truth, into an error, is greatly to be regretted, fince even the errors of fo great 
a man are fo readily embraced. 
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co furnifh me “ with fome /ight upon the fubject.” His cafe 
I thank him for, as it has done more than his arguments ; 
but to be led by him, I fhould regard, (if I am wrong,) as the 
cafe of the blind leading the blind; and the event which 
would follow, the Doctor well knows; I hope therefore he 
will take in good part” my leaving him to grope by himfelf ; 
unlefs thefe remarks may aid him; as I conceive his doctrines 
require much further elucidation, than he has thrown upon 
them. 


If the Doétor had read with candour my explanation, I think 
it impoflible he would have thus expreffed himfelf. « Very 
much in the dark, indeed, muft he have been, and labouring 
under great perplexity, when we find him exprefling his ideas 
in the following confufed and contradictory terms.” ‘The 
water mutt have been accumulated, (accumulating, l apprehend 
it muft have been in the original,) a confiderable time, as evinced 
by the quantity, and the very enlarged ftate of the foramen 
ovale. Its fudden effufion, mutt have produced apoplexy; but 
the flow progre/s oi the effufion permitted the brain to accom- 
modate itfelf to the preflure.’—* ‘The water in the brain, was not 
I believe, the immediate caufe of death. Some /udden effufion 
or congeftion, was the fource of the fatal iffue, by producing 


apoplexy.’ 


Few perfons will confider the firft quotation of mine, given 
by the Doétor, as confufed or contradictory ; and I apprehend 
the deduétion at the end, will be oppofed:. by yet fewer ; a due 
attention to the text and context, might have fhewn the Doc- 
tor, that the laft quotation does not contradié the former; 
for I apprehend, it will be allowed, that if the brain had accom- 
modated itfelf to this great preflure, it could not be the imme- 
diate caufe of death in itfeif ; and yet that fome fudden effu- 
fion or congeftion in addition, above its capability of ac- 
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commodation, might very probably induce apoplexy and 
death. 


I fhall not fay much on the illiberal and ungentlemanly at- 
tack on the ‘¢ medical treatment,” as it would favour too ftrong- 
ly of the di/pofition which led Dr. P. to employ his pen fo ua- 
worthily upon a fuppofed intention to offend him. I fhall 
merely fay, that 1 candidly {tated it (whether right or wrong ;) 
as I confidered it proper in inveftigating the fubjeét, to with- 
hold no circumitance, even if militating againft me. I think 
however, that whoever reviews the immenfe proportion of fat 
in all parts, (as fhewn by the diflection,) the inordinate appetite, 
and the enormous accumulation of blood in the veflels of the 
head, will fee reafon to diffent from the idea of Dr. P. of the 
patient being in a “ reduced condition,” although he had loft 
above 100 ounces of blood, (in above four months, a quantity 
by no means uncommon in as many days, on this fide the At- 
lantic, and which might probably have rea//y benefited the 
patient under confideration, if he had loft it in the fame fpace 
of time.) If the Doctor has no more fenfe of the propriety 
of conduét due from one gentleman to another, and efpecially 
of that decorum, fo eflential in members of the fame pro- 
feffion ; 1 would at leaft advife him to review his own practice, 
and fee if the unwarrantabie application of the line addreffed 
to me, may not reverberate upon himfelf. 


As to “the practical mifchief, which would enfue from 
embracing the new theory of Dr. Coxe ;” on which Dr. P. fays 


‘he “need not particularly enlarge, as it will not be difficult 


for any of your readers, (of the Medical and Phyfical Journal,) 
to perceive it, by impartially weighing the preceding facts and 
obfervations.” I can only fay, it is certain, if my view of 
the difeafe is correct, which I firmly believe, )no mifchief, but 
the reverfe muft refult ; and I fhall merely repeat the obferva- 
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tion, as applicable to the Doétor’s fentiments : for although 
Doétor P. may think “there is a mifchief to which that 
theory minifters, viz the propenfity to generalize without 
{uffcient data, which requires fome diftin@t animadverfions ;” 
I muft inform him, that he is not the arbiter of the opinions 
of others in medical fcience.—Sub judice ;—let the medical 
public decide : in their opinions I cheerfully acquiefce, though 
not in Dr. Patterfon’s animadverfions, unlefs they carry great- 
er weight than in the prefent inftance. 


I cheerfully accede to the obfervations which Dr. P. has 
quoted from Mr. M*Mullen, inafmuch as I conceive them 
very applicable to the Doctor ; and I would advife him ferioufly 
to revolve them in his mind, and endeavour to draw that 
inftruction from them, which he feems fo much to require. 


With refpect to the unhandfome remarks of my ‘trying 
every fophifm, which my art of logic can furnifh, fuch as the 
petitio principit, the non caufa pro caufa, and the fallacia accidentis, 
I feel totally unconfcious of fuch proceeding ; and therefore 
conclude, that they could only proceed from a man, capable 
of acting in the manner he charges another. 


Whether my induétions, from a careful review of the fub- 
jeQt, thall be found juft or falfe, is indeed a matter, as it refpects 
myfelf, of very little importance or concern; but regarding 
it as true, I view it as important in the enlarged field of medi- 
cal fcience; and I may fay the fame, of the arguments 
[have adduced in drawing the parallel between chorea and hy- 
drocephalus, which Dr. P. confiders as fallacious. 


In oppofition to the affertion Dr. P. fo confidently makes, 


“nor is he more obfervant of the canons of pathology, than he 
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is of the laws of reafoning. According to his pathology, chorea 
is merely a fymptom of hydrocephalus, and yet, in his paral- 
lel, he reckons that /ingle /ymptom fimilar to the whole 
difeafe;” I conceive, a reference to the parallel of the two 
difeafes, will fhew my meaning to have been, that the 
fuppofed caufes and fymptoms of chorea, are alfo actua'ly thofe 
of hydrocephalus; and hence, that a ftriking probability 
exifts, of the latter exciting the former; by no means reckon- 
ing that fingle fymptom as the whole difeafe , but, if a difeafe 
it is called, (and not a fymptom, when it does occur,) that it 
is a fymptomatic difeafe, depending on another for its exift- 
ence. I apprehend, therefore, the Doétor will find it difhcult 
to eftablifh the point intended, if even he actually gives himfelf 
credit for fagacity in detecting it. 


By this time, I hope the Doctor may know, (at leaft if he 
will take my word for it,) that no ‘great felf-complacency” 
attended the “conferring on my arbitrary propofition, the 
title of a new theory ;” further than every man may innocent- 
ly enjoy, who really fuppofes the ideas he brings forward, may 
prove beneficial to that profeflion, of which he is a member. 
And although Dr. P. is fo very facetious, as to difcover a 
parallel for it, I hope he does not regard Aim/elf in the light: 
of the friend, who being ‘* more converfant with books” has con- 
vinced me, that my ideas have been anticipated. Such a friend 
I fhould furely efteem, if he had only been the means of {paring 
the Doétor’s bluthes, for his ungenerous attack upon me. 


The ingenuity of Dr. P. muft furely have been feverely 
tried, when he denies the propriety of the word « new,” as 
applied to my theory, becaufe ‘“‘a very old writer” has pro- 
nounced that “there is mo new thing under the fun.” To the 
contents of the volume of which this faying forms a part, I 
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ould recommend the Uoétor to pay attention, as he may 
likewife find there, that ‘‘ Charity thinketh no evil.” 


— Ss a 


Having now gone through my reply to Dr. P.’s polite 
communication ; and endeavoured to vindicate myfelf from 
the charges brought againft me, I truft I fhall be believed, when 
I fay, that my oppofition to the Doétor’s opinions, as exprefled 
in his letters, was written with the moft perfeQ good will 
and friendly difpofition to that gentleman. Indeed, how 
could I intentionally with, by my remarks to make an enemy 
of one, living in a diftant part of the world, and known to me 
only by his writings? Surely common fenfe might have 
convinced the Doétor, that his fufpicions were groundlefs ; 
and perhaps the time which has elapfed fince he penned his 
remarks, may have enabled him to fee things in a lefs diftorted 
point of view, and poflibly alfo to think he has been both hafty 
and unjuft in his meafures. It was but a few days ago, that 
I knew fuch an attack had been made upon me; and this 
ignorance arofe, from the unfortunate failure of the number of 
the Medical and Phyfical Journal containing it, reaching me. 
Although the Doétor is not difpofed to give credit to my 
theory, I hope he will to my veracity, when I affure him I 
feel no ill will towards him; and had I not confidere.| it a 
duty to reply to his call, ‘for refutal or conceflion,” and at 
the fame time to vindicate myfelf from his harfh infinuations, 
the prefent obfervations would not probably have been brought 
forward. As the general opinion I entertain of the fubjeét in 
difpute, is pretty largely entered upon, in my former commu- 
nication in the Medical Repofitory, I have not thought it ne- 
ceflary to {trengthen by references, that opinion here ; efpecially 
fince it appears from what I have faid, that I confider the 
Doétor as having done it to my hand, in thofe numerous cafes 
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which he has brought forward, (a proof that he fometimes 
‘¢ peeps” into mew, if not into old works,) all tending to up- 
hold my ideas. I fhall therefore, here clofe the difpute, by 
advifing the Doétor ferioufly to confider how unjuft he is, 
both to himfelf and his opponent, when he miftakes abufe for 
argument; and a /uppofed mifreprefentation of his fentiments, 
for the deliberate cenfures of a perfon unknown to him. 


JOHN REDMAN COXE. 
PHILADELPHIA, March 5th, 1807. 
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Exiro& of a Letter from DR. Dancer Phyfician in Kingfton, 
Famaica, to DR.Coxe. Dated Fanvary 30th, 1807. 


N*. word more on the fubject of contagion.* The com- 
() batants for and againit contagion, may I think, now 
come toafaircompromife. Itis admitted+ that though yellow 
fever is an endemic of local origin, taking its mfe ordinarily 
from a vitiated ftate of the atmoiphere, that it can alfo be pro- 
pagated by effluvia emanating from the bodies of thofe labouring 
under the difeafe. Is not this the fame thing as to fay, that it is 
contagious like other difeafes, ever hitherto deemed fo, .as ty- 
phus, &c.; taking the word contagious in the common 


*Dr Dancer being one of the warmeft advocates for contagion, we give his 
obfervations a place with pleafure, in hopes that a liberal and temperate dif- 
cuflion of the fubjed, will at length determine the queition to the fatisfaction of 
both parties ; and we do this more willingly, becaufe it has been objected, that 
the difcuffions which have been allowed to appear, have been only on one fide. 
Should this therefore lead to a reply, it is trufted that it will be free of afperity, 
or perfonal reflections. —£ditor 


+ See Dr. Ffirth’s inaugural thefis on malignant fever, in which is fummed up 
all the arguments that have been adduced, to prove the non-contagioufnefs of 
yellow fever. 
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acceptation, that is to fay communicable from one perfon to anothér ? 
That the yellow fever in Jamaica is at /ea/? jometimes, (though 
not always, or commonly,) propagated in this way, has been 
evinced by numerous and inconteftible facts; whilft on the 
other hand, intermittents and common bilious remittents arif- 
ing from marth effluvia, particular winds, or certain ftates of 
the weather, however endemic or prevalent, no one had ever 
reafon to think were communicable from one perfon to 
another. 


The new definition of contagion, viz. that it is the vitiated 
product of vafcular aétion may be confidered as exceptionable ; 
but admitting this part of it, when it is added, that it is in all cafes 
a fpecific fecreted matter, and that no truly contagious difeafe can 
occur oftener than once during life, much greater doubt will 
arife. How much better a definition is the old one, viz. 
that contagion is that peculiar morbid poifon, which is prepared in 
living animal bodies, and which is communicable either by contaét 
or by near approach. ‘This definition, founded on no theory, 
will comprehend all the difeafes termed contagious, however 
widely and effentially they differ from each other. Some of 
thefe are preceded by, or accompanied with febrile fymptoms, 
as {mall-pox, meafles, &c.; others are wholly without or with 
but flight fever, as cow-pock, &c. Some run a determinate 
courfe, others not. Some are communicable at greater or 
fmaller diitances, through the medium of the atmofphere, 
as meafles, influenza, {mall-pox; others only by contaét or 
inoculation, as cow-pox, ‘lues venerea, hydrophobia, lepra and 
yaws; and others in both ways, or equally well, by means of the 
jurrounding air, and by the contagious matter applied, as typhus, 
plague, {mall-pox, &c. 


To corroborate the dottrine of non-contagion in the cafe 
of yellow fever, it has been {trenuoufly denied that typhus or 
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even the plague isfo. It is faid, the plague is caufed by noxious 
exhalations in certain places and during certain feafons, bec. ufe 
the breaking out and termination of the difeafe correfpond 
with the mutations of the year. How far this reafoning may 
apply to any particular countries as e. g. Egypt, where the 
unhealthy feafons may poflibly give rife to the operation 
of contagion previoufly exifting, I fhall not pretend to deter- 
mine : but it certainly will not apply to the feveral great plagues 
at Marfeilles, Mofcow, London, ana elfewhere ; which were 
evidently incidental, occurring but once, or if oftener, at very 
diftant periods of time ; and could not, therefore, be confidered 
as originating either in local caufes on the one hand, nor on 
the other, in any fuppofed occult quality of the whole region 
of the atmofphere, from planetary influence or meteorological 
caufes; becaufe, then the plague would not be contagious 
amongft a few, or numbers; but would affeét all the inhabitants 
of that part of the globe at once; and no means could be 
employed to check its progrefs contrary to what is known as a 
fact, viz. that the propagation of the plague can be reftrained, 
by ifolating thofe affeéted with it, and preventing any com- 
munication between the fick and well perfons. The flourifh- 
ing pen of a rhetorical writer can paint in ridiculous colours 
the univegfally received opinions of mankind ; opinions ground- 
ed on eftablifhed facts, and the experience of all times, ancient 
and modern. Whether this gentleman wifhes in every thing, 
to appear fingular, or hopes to acquire celebrity by differing 
from all the reft of the world, I cannot fay ; but bold and un- 
qualified affertions will not go for proof, nor impofe belief on 
thinking and difcerning perfons.* I am fatisfied that thofe 
who are unprejudiced, and who will not allow themfelves to be 
confounded by a mifapplication of terms, will confider the 
plague as a contagious difeafe; and that many other fevers 


*See Dr. Mofely on plague and cow-pock. 
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shalogous to the plague, are alfo contagious ; that is to fay, are 
produced by effluvia or emanations from the fick, or from mat- 
ters imbued with thefe. If this was not the cafe, to what 
purpofe are the ablutions, the defiruction of infe&ted apparel, 
and all the other precautions employed for arrefting typhus, 
and which have been fo fuccefsful in Manchefter, Liverpool, 
and fince in London, in abridging the bills of mortality ? Whe- 
ther the yellow fever of North America is one of this defcrip- 
tion, I cannot take upon myfelf to fay ; but it feems to have 
been allowed by thofe, who neverthelefs are opponents to con- 
tagion; but this is quibbling about words. 


I may perhaps be charged with not rightly underftanding 
Dr. Ffirth and others, or of not rightly interpreting them. 


They fay, that difeafes arifing from the effluvia of fick bodies 
are infectious, not contagious; but this is to confound terms : 
for fuch difeafes as are received directly or indireétly from other 
fick perfons, have ever hitherto been denominated contagious, in 
contra-diftinction to others, depending on alterations in the at- 
mofphere, or on unwholefome matters floating in it. 


It is next affirmed that the exhalations arifing from the 
bodies of perfons in health who are in confined places, are 
equally noxious. —That they are noxious and capable of gene- 
rating difeafe is well known; but whether they are equally fo, 
and always of the fame nature as thofe arifing from bodies under 
difeafe, has not been made to appear. ‘That typhus can be 
thus produced, will be admitted, and being once produced, 
it will be afterwards contagious or communicable direétly to 
others. The contagion generated will not. produce any other 
fever or difeafe, but that of the perfons from which it was 
received, 
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There can then be no objeétion to the calling fuch fever: 
contagious, except that they do not correfpond with the new 
definition of contagious difeafes, viz. that they depend ona fpe- 
cific matter, produced by fecretion or living vafcular ation. 
But why may not fome contagious difeafes depend on matters 
of excretion, as dyfentery evidently does? and why may not 
ehemical combinations take place under certain varied condi- 
tions of the body, and produce a virus, capable of regenerating 
a difeafe of the fame kind? Is not this the cafe in cancer ? 


I have no intention in the foregoing remarks, to challenge 
frefh difputation ; nor would I be thought infenfible to the 
merits of thoie, from whom I have the misfortune to differ, 
The thefis of Dr. Ffirth to which I have particularly referred, 
difplays great ingenuity, and entitles him to a confiderable 
degree of praife; but the compliments, with which he con- 
cludes to his a/ma mater, may be thought invidious. Whatever 
proficiency may have been made in the American fchools, they 
have not yet eclipfed the feminaries of Europe ; and it is a kind 
of treafon in thofe who have derived all their acquirements at 
Edinburgh and London, to imprefs on the minds of their pupils, 
any fentiments to the prejudice of thefe places, or other uni- 
verfities ; or to infinuate, that fludents have no where but in 
America the freedom of inquiry, but are forced, every where 
elfe, to liften to, and adopt implicitly, the dogmas inculcated by 


the profeffors.* 


* We would fuggeft, however, that there is fome caufe for this infinuation. 
A reference to the feventh volume of the Medical and Chirurgical Review, p. 282. 
will fhew, that a differtation on intermittent fevers, by Dr. Baeta, was refufed 
ddmiffion, “ as a fpecimen for graduation, merely. becaufe it was a commentary 
on the doétrine of Dr. Darwin; the Dean of the Faculty of Medicine obferving 
at the fame time, that it would not fail to difgrace the univerfity.” Sditor. 
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Anfwer to Dr. Dewexs’ Reply toDr. Peacuy Harrison’s Ob- 


Jervations on Impregnation. 


Harrifonburg, Rockingham, Virg. April 22d, 1807. 
SIR 
« 7 OU will be fo obliging, it is confidently hoped, as to 
Y aflign a place in your excellent Mufeum to the follow- 
ing anfwer to Dr. Dewees’ reply. It claims your indulgence 
the more, perhaps, becaufe it is the laft time, that, on this fub- 
ject at leaft, you will hear from your obliged and 


Humble fervant, 


PEACHEY HARRISON, 
Dr. Joun REpMAN Coxe, 


THE averfion of Dr. Dewees to controverfy, I do aflure him, 


q cannot be greater than that which I feel; and he would do 


me juftice to believe, that I have not entered the field from an 
expectation of reaping laurels, nor from a difpofition to con- 
trovert, but for reafons much lefs deferving of cenfure, viz. that 
by a collifion of opinions, fome rays of light might, if poffible, 
be caft on this obfcure part of phyfiology. Iam happy further 
to aflure Dr. Dewees, that I greatly revere his talents, his 
learning, and his labours; and that I do not derive more in- 
ftru€tion or pleafure, from the compofitions of any writer in 
the Medical Journals of our country, than from his. And I 
intreat the Doctor, if ever he condefcend to notice this anfwer, 
that he would not regard me, as one who withes to provoke his 
refentment ; but as one who would willingly fit at his feet, 
and receive from him thofe inftructions which his well culti- 
vated talents would enable him to give. But when we con- 
fider, that the greateft men are liable to miftake, (and in mat- 
ters of {peculation more fo perhaps than others ;) and that the 
moft expanded and enlightened minds exhibit marks of imper- 


O 














98 Harrifon’s Anfwer to Dr. Dewees. 


feftion ; it cannot be regarded as prefumption in me to believe, 
however I may revere his abilities, that the Doétor has em- 
braced an hypothefis,* with a view to explain the phenomena 
of impregnation and fuperfoetation, which he will not be able 
ultimately to fupport. And although, from the burlefque and 
ridicule, with which he has thought proper to treat my obferva- 
tions, he has conveyed an infinuation that it was prefumptuous 
in me, to affert opinions different from his, yet I hope the 
Door will upon maturer deliberation, not only allow me to 
believe differently from himfelf, but even freely to declare that 
difference of belief. It is a natural right, and one which the 
greateft authority cannot invalidate or take away. 


Before I begin my remarks upon the particular articles of 
the Doétor’s reply, I beg leave further to affure him, that my 
convictions have not been altered by any arguments I have 
found in his reply ; and that I do not-perfift in my opinions, 
contrary to the light of evidence, as it appears to me. And 
when I affert the exiftence of faéts not generally received, | 
claim of him and the public only that degree of credit, to 
which an honeft man would be entitled in a court of juftice, 
who fhould depofe to certain fats unfupported by correlative 
teftimony. And I declare to Doctor Dewees that I had been 
revolving this fubject in my mind fora year or two, before I faw 
his efflay on fuperfoetation; and that I had afcertained, to my 
own fatisfaction at leaft, the exiftence of certain fads, Which, 
if confirmed by the obfervations of others, {trongly militated, 
I was perfuaded, againft his hypothefis. Thefe faéts, it is true, 
I did not fubftantiate by the teftimony of others, neither was 
there any attempt made to do it; and my reafons were, that 
I wifhed to give a concife view of my own fentiments on this fub- 
ject 5 I did not regard the hypothefis as mine, it being held in 


“I fay embraced, becaufe I am able to shew that he is not the inventor of it. 
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fubftance by all phyfiologifts fo far as I knew; and particularly 
that the fats which I adduced, in fupport of what I believed 
to be the old hypothefis, were not direct/y maintained by any 
authority with which I was acquainted ; I fay directly, becaufe 
indirect and collateral teftimony is not wanting, and will be ad- 
duced in this anfwer. 


In the ninth number of the Medical Mufeum, page 30, the 
Doétor begins his attack with a vein of humour, which fhews, 
that he is capable of afluming the chara¢ter of a wit when he 
pleafes, as well asa philofopher; but as this will only make 
the fober reader {mile, without producing conviction, we are 


but little concerned about it. But it feems to us, the Doétor ~ 


has vainly {pent his time, in criticifing upon the phrafeology of 
“‘extorting from nature her oracles,” as he well knows that 
the fame thing has been exprefled a thoufand times, if not in 
the fame words, in words at leaft of the fame import: and par- 
ticularly that Virgil in his beautiful fable of Ariftzeus, to which 
I had immediate allufion when I ufed the phrafe, has made 
ufe of a fimilar ftructure of language. To fave the Doétor the 
trouble of turning over to it, I will cite the line which feems 
moft to my purpofe. In the fourth book of his Georgics, 398th 
line, the poet introduces the goddefs mother of Ariftzus, 
{peaking thus of the prophet Proteus. 


Nam fine vi non ulla dabit precepta——— 


The inftruction intended to be conveyed in this place by the 
philofophical poet, was no doubt, that truth is generally dif- 
covered by diligent inquiry and perfevering labour only. And 
fimilar to the above cited paflage, I regard the following lines 
from Cowper’s ‘Tafk. 


———— Will not God impart his light 
To them that afk it? ’tis his joy, 

His glory and his nature to impart. 
But to the proud-—— 
Or negligent inquirer not a {park. 
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Now if this be our meaning, (as it certainly is,) the Dottor’s 
wit in the fecond paragraph of his reply, falls «fine ictu,” 
without force ; like the javelin hurled from the enfeebled arm 
of Priam. 


But a charge is entered by the Doctor againft my opinion, 
as being without foundation, and not even plaufible. Why? 
Becaufe the faéts upon which they are profefledly founded, 
have not been fupported by the teftimony of others. May I 
be permitted to inquire, upon what foundation his hypothefis 
refts ?—upon facts ? I declare, that after reading his eflay upon 
fuperfoetation repeatedly, and with the utmoft attention of 
which I am capable, I am unable to find any from which his 
hypothefis could dire€tly be inferred: and he confeffedly 
admits, that he takes thofe facts for granted upon which he 
builds his hypothefis. Oh! but he firft proves, that fuperfoetation 
cannot take place according to another hypothefis, and therefore 
it muft take place according to the hypothefis he has fuggeft- 
ed! What kind of philofophy is this I befeech the Doctor? Has 
he learned this mode of reafoning from Lord Bacon, or from Sir 
Ifaac Newton? I imagine not. Did he forget, that if one hy- 
pothefis were proved to be falfe, a hundred others equally 
erroneous and abfurd, might be formed? One fhould expe¢t, 
that he who refufes to another the privilege of reafoning from 
any other than ‘eftablifhed facts,” would take care not to 
depart from this rule himfelf. But has the Doétor. reftrifted 
himfelf within thefe limits in his eflay upon fuperfcetation ? let 
the public judge. But he will perhaps reply, you profefs to rea- 
fon from ‘ the refponfes of interrogated nature,” and are there- 
fore reftricted to the limits which all found philofophy pre- 
fcribes, while I, “who boaft no fuch familiarity with this 
high perfonage,” am allowed to {camper in the wide field of 
conjeCture and probability; Now the Doétor may be lefs cul- 
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pable than I, in not * profeffedly” reafoning from facts ; other- 
wife I cannot fee in what our cafes materially differ, even ac- 
cording to the reprefentation the Doctor himfelf gives of mine. 
I founded my opinions upon what I fincerely believed (and do 
ftill believe) to be faéts ; he upon what he conceived might be 
facts. 1 did not demonftrate the exiftence of the fats which 
Laflerted : the Doétor confefled he could not demonftrate the 
exiftence of thofe, which he fuppofed. It is true there may 
be this other difference between us, that he may have a better 
right to {peculate upon obfcure fubjects than I have; and he 
may be able to frame more plaufible hypothefes. But who 
will be able to fay, which of the two hypothefes is the truer, if 
both be built upon affumed principles ; for it cannot be fhown 
‘were reafons, even as plenty as blackberries,” that plaufi- 
bility is any certain teft of truth? This will not be conftrued 
as a conceflion, that the hypothefis which the Doftor has 
endeavoured to fupport, is at all more plaufible than that upon 
which I have went. 


But the Doétor afks, page 31, ‘is the gentleman certain that 
it was from natures oracles, the refponfes came?” I anfwer, 
that as to what I confider the main fact, and what he himfelf 
acknowledges, if a fact at all, the moft material one, viz. that 
venereal fenfibility has its principal refidence in the os tince ; 
I have that degree of certainty which refults from the concur- 
rent teftimony of experiments, repeated frequently, patiently, 
and perfeveringly, and inftituted with a view to afcertain this 
very point. But however reluctant, I am here compelled to ac- 
knowledge, that I am unable to fupport this fa&t by the dire& 
teftimony of any authorities to which I have accefs. But is 
it therefore certain, that it is not a fa@t? If. I may be ailow- 
ed to compare {mall things with great, was it in the power of 
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Harvey to fubftantiate the fact of the circulation of the blood, 
by the teftimony of other writers? And if Jenner had been 
called upon to prove from public record, that the vaccine virus 
was a fubftitute for the variolous, was that in his power to do? 
But thefe are cafes fufceptible of being proved by demontftra- 
tion or direct experiments ; true,—and fo I maintain the cafe 
before us to be. I appeal to the candid readers of the Medical 
Mufeum, whether it be not a fact, capable in its nature, of be- 
ing fatisfactorily afcertained? I afk, is it not capable of being 
afcertained, whether there be fuch a thing as venereal fenfibi- 
lity in the female genital fyftem ? And if fo; in what part of 
that fyftem it chiefly refides? "Whether in the uterus or in 
the vagina? If in the latter, whether in its lining mem- 
brane generally, or in the os tince eminently ? Are not thefe 
laft mentioned parts at leaft, in the power of actual and dire¢t 
experiment ? 


The reafoning of the Doétor in pages 32 and 33, appears to 
me unfound and illogical. The fum, fo far as I am able to 
underftand fo perplexed a chain of propofitions, is ‘that the os 
tince, from its general want of fenfibility, and firmnefs of tex- 
ture, is but ill calculated for being the feat of venereal fenfibi- 
lity; more efpecially as all women have this part; but there 
are very many women, (very many being in the fuperlative de- 
gree-muft mean a majority,) who feel no pleafure from the 
venereal congrefs, and others to whom this act is truly dif- 
gufting, and yet are prolific.” «* Now,” proceeds the Doétor 


‘ unlefs it can be proven, that the os tince of the woman who 


feels no pleafure, and that of the one who does, be different, we 
muft conclude, that the os tincz is not the feat of venereal plea- 
fure.” 


Now if the Doftor means, by “ very many” a majority of 
women, it will be very much doubted ‘ whether this circum- 
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{tance obtains.” And indeed I cannot believe, that he meant to 
aflert, that a majority of women are deftitute of venereal fen- 
fibility : for this would be, in our conception, to contradict 
plain matter of fact, as manifefted by the conduct of women 
in all ages of the world, in every condition of fociety, whether 
of the favage, the barbarous, or the civilized. But the Doé¢tor’s 
“yery many,” only means a few, when compared with all the 
women in the world! Say then it is a fact, that a few women 
enjoy no pleafure in the venereal congrefs, how then will the 
Doétor’s argument ftand ? thus,—a few women, who have the 
os tincz, and who are prolific as well as others, feel no plea- 
fure in the venereal congrefs; therefore the venereal fenfibi- 
lity does not refide in the os tince. I leave it to logicians to 
decide, whether this inference is properly made from the fore- 
going propofitions ; and whether this reafoning, if it conclude 
again{t any thing, does not more logically conclude againft the 
neceflity of pleafure in the prolific intercourfe, than againft 
the feat of the venereal fenfibility being in the os tince. If 
there are indeed women who, when they are in a fituation to 
be impregnated, feel no pleafure in the fexual intercourfe, 
and are yet prolific, I grant that this proves that pleafure is 
not an indifpenfible requifite in foecundation. But this argu- 
ment no more difproves the principal refidence of the venereal 
fenfibility in the os tince, than it difproves there is fuch a 
principle as venereal fenfibility at all: for fuppofe, this princi- 
ple to refide any where elfe in the gertital fyftem ; have not all 
women this part too? Now, then I retort, “unlefs it can be 
proven that thofe women who enjoy pleafure in the venereai 
congrefs, and thofe who do not, have an organic difference in 
the part in which the venereal fenfibility refides, we muft 
conclude that THIS PART is not the feat of venereal fen- 
fibility.” Thus this argument of Doétor Dewees, by proving 
too much, proves itfelf to be falfe. 
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But let us examine fome of the propofitions contained in 
this complex argument, feparately ; and fee whether it may be 
rendered doubtful, at leaft, whether they are altogether to be 
relied upon. ‘The firft is, «the os tincz from the firmnefs | 
of its texture, feems but ill calculated for being the actual 
fource of venereal pleafure.” But I would beg leave to fuggeft 
the inquiry, whether its texture be firmer than that of the feat 
of the fenfe of hearing, or of the fenfe of fmell ? and whether 
the operations of thefe fenfes do not require as acute fenfibility 
in order to receive the impreflions of their proper objects, as 
the organ of generation ? 


Dr. Dewees obferves, in his effay on fuperfcetation, Medi- 
eal Mufeum, page 169, that ‘no one has ever developed the 
mufcular fibres of the uterus, yet the phenomena of labour 
puts (put) it out of all doubt that it poffefles them.” Now 
it feems to us, that the fame phenomena of labour which 
remove all doubt, with regard to the mufcularity of the uterus, 
will juftly entitle us to draw the fame inference, with regard to 
it cervex. Is the uterus capable of being dilated and enlarged? 
fo is the cervex. Is the uterus capable of contra¢tion ? fo is the 
cervex. Now if the uterus be in any degree mufcular, the os 


tance in which it terminates, is hardly fo firm in its texture as 


to be incapable of being the feat of venereal fenfibility. It is 
f{carcely more firm in its texture than the fnout of the hog, 
or the extreme point of the elephant’s probofcis ; and there 


can be no doubt but thefe poflefs the fenfe of feeling in a high 


degree. To thefe obfervations it is hardly worth while to add, 
that its texture is certainly lefs firm than that of our teeth, 
which are as fenfible to the variations of heat, perhaps, as any 
other part of our bodies. 


The next propofition into: the truth of which we thall exa- 
mine, is, that “ the os tincz, from its general want of fenfibility, 
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feems but ill calculated for being the aétive fource of venereal 
pleafure.” But is not the term /enfbility in this propofition am- 
biguous and equivocal? Does the Doctor mean by it, the ab- 
ftract principle, or that {pecific fenfibility which has been called 
venereal ; or does he mean that, which is fitted to receive the 
jmpreflions of tangible objects? From the member of the 
propofition, which until now I intentionally omitted, ‘as far 
as can be determined by the fenfe of touch,”* one would be led 
to conclude, the laft was meant. But fuppofe the term to be 
ufed in either fenfe, it appears to us not abfolutely true. By fen- 
fibility, I underftand that principle of our conftitution, by which 
we are fufceptible of pleafure or pain, from the impreflions 
of external objects, or of internal operations. But will the Doc- 
tor deny to the os tince, the capacity of being the feat of 
painful {enfations, as well as of pleafureable fenfations? [ 
think not. Now if there be in it a “ general want of fenfibi- 
lity,” it ought to be incapable of pain as well as pleafure; 
but this the Doétor will not affert. He will allow, I am per- 
fuaded, that it might be fufceptible of extreme pain from any 
mechanical injury, fay forcible dilatation. Now it appears 
to me an incontrovertible truth, that whatever part of our 
bodies is capable of being pained, may alfo be the feat of pleafur- 
able fenfations: but unqueftionably, if a part is capable of be- 
ing pained, it cannot be faid to want fenfibility. I will allow 


that the os tines may be freely felt by the finger, without 


exciting much of either pleafure or pain. But does it follow 
confequently, that the friction of the penis in coition, does not 
excite pleafurable, and perhaps in fome, for aught I know, 


* That the expreffion “ fenfe of touch,” as ufed in this place, is net an Anglicifm 
might be eafily fhewn; but whether it be an Irifh-ifm or fome other ifm, I will not 
undertake to fay. From the conftruction of this fentence, one would be led to 
fuppofe, that sensiBILITY is a tangible fubftance, in the opinion of Dr, Dewees. 
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painful fenfations ? I need not undertake to prove to the Doctor, 
that there is fuch a thing as fpecific fenfibility, fince he has done 
that in his efflay upon fuperfcetation, better than it would be in 
my power to do; as alfo, that fpecific fenfibilities are only 
aroufed into activity, by their appropriate objects. 


What wonder then, if Do€tor Dewees did not difcover ve. 





iy 
ae 


nereal fenfibility in the os tincx, merely by touching; efpeci- | 


ally when that was not done with a view, perhaps, to the afcer- 
taining of this fact! Now did the Doctor, while he was 
touching, find this principle in any other part of the vagina? 
This would be an important article of information: for if he 
did not, the very fame argument would prove the non-exift- 
ence of that principle. If it be not in the os tincz, or fome 
other part with which the penis comes in contact, in the fexu- 
al commerce, it inevitably follows, it has no exiftence. 


«¢ Befides” continues Docter Dewees, * women in the latter 
months of pregnancy, who do feel pleafure from fexual 
intercourfe, have equal enjoyment when the os tincz is en- 
tirely obliterated, or out of reach of the penis.” Upon this 
argument he feems to rely with great confidence; and indeed, 
if the facts upon which it refts were eftablifhed, it would be 
intitled to great weight. But of this I entertain great doubts ; 
for I have always underftood it tobe a general fa¢t, that vene- 
real fenfrbility is diminifhed during pregnancy, and that 
women are lefs difpofed to admit the embraces of the male, 
during this period, than at other times. There may be parti- 
cular exceptions to this general fat ; but fuch exceptions will 
not be allowed to invalidate the general fact. I would not, 
however, be underftood, as denying that women may have con- 
fiderable enjoyment from fexual intercourfe ; this is perfectly 
agreeable to my own obfervations ; and if, as Dr. Monro afferts 
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it be “conftantly tender” during pregnancy, is what might 
be reafonably expected. 


But is it a faét, that the os tincze even in the latter months of 
pregnancy, gets entirely out of the reach of the penis?” I 
fhould fuppofe not. Is it not in every ftage of geftation con- 
veniently touched by the finger? If this is generally the cafe, 
and I am {ure it is in fome women, it cannot be “entirely out of 
reach of the penis.” The following quotation from Dr. 
Monro’s anatomy, places this fubjedt, it feems to me, in precife- 
ly the proper point of view. ‘Moreover, fays the Do¢tor, 
the cervex or neck of the womb itfelf, which has long remain- 
ed unchanged, becomes much fhorter during the laft months 
of pregnancy, and at length forms a broad flat opening, which, 
toward: the time of parturition, grows continually wider” 
This I take to be the true ftate of the cafe ; but can it be infer- 
red from this paflage, that the os tincz, even in the latter 
months of pregnancy, 1s “entirely out of reach of the penis?” 


‘ Surely not. 


Now if the os tincz is within reach of the penis through 
every ftage of geftation, and I think it would not be eafy to 
evince the contrary, the Doétor’s argument will be found to 
have but little force. If the caufe we have efpoufed, were 
aflailed with arguments; no more formidable in themfelves 
than the one under confideration, no great apprehenfions of its 
tuin need be entertained. Indeed it feems aftonifhing that 
Dr. Dewees fhould have afferted it to be a general fa&t, that 
women feel as much enjoyment in the fexual intercourfe, dur- 
ing pregnancy as at other times. This aflertion is certainly 
contradicted, by the experience of all whofe marriage has been 
fruitful. It is pointedly and unequivocally contradicted by 
analogy; all brute females having an irreconcilable averfion, 
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during geftation, to the embraces of their males. In thefe, im- 
pregnation feems completely to fufpend, fora time, the venereal 
fenfibility. It feems equally furprifing that the Doétor fhould 
affert it to be a faét, that the os tincx, in the latter months of 
pregnancy, gets **entirely out of reach of the penis.” Surely 
the Doétor has always been able to reach it with his finger, 
when he has made the attempt. And ftill, that he might feem 
to ftrike a decifive blow at my reafonings, it muft be placed 
“ entirely out of reach of the penis.” 


I beg leave here to obferve, that I have no where faid, that 
venereal fenfibility has exclufive refidence in the os tincz ; but 
on the contrary, whenever I have had occafion to fpeak of 
this fubje&, I have conftantly guarded the meaning by the 
epithets principal or chief: thereby meaning to be underftood, 
that other parts are endowed, in my opinion, with venereal fen- 
fibility ; but hat, more eminently than others. Confequently, 
if it could be proven, that the os tincz in the latter months of 
pregnancy, is out of reach of the penis, a confiderable degree 
of venereal fenfation might ftill be accounted for, on the prin- 
ciples for which we have contended. 


‘©We would be glad, fays the Doctor, page 33, to know 
what is to be underftood, by the female feeling an unknown 
defire.” Without attempting to vindicate the ufe of the phrafe, 
and without contending that it is a purely Englith idiom, 
I beg leave to refer the Dottor for the meaning of it, to the 
412th line of the firft book of Virgil’s Georgics. 


Nefcio qua preter folitum, dulcedine Izti- 


And to the 90th page of the Philadelphia edition of Telema- 
chus, where hé will find the following paffage, * but as foon 
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as one trufted his carefles, one felt I KNow NoT wHaT of poi- 
fon.” The Dottor’s refined tafte, and deep erudition in claflic 
literature, will enable him to relifh, as well as to underftand 
the {mooth and polifhed language of thefe elegant writers, 
much better than the blunt expreflion “unknown defire,” 
which I was fo unhappy as to ufe, for the fake of concifenefs, 
in place of it. 


He again afferts, page 34, that the os tince has little or no 
fenfibility. Now fuppofe I were to aflert, that the ends of 
his fingers, or the apex of his tongue, pofleffed little or no fen- 
fibility, or ‘certainly not that degree of it,” as would render 
THEM the feat of the fenfe of feeling, becaufe they are not pain- 
ful upon the flighteft impreflions ? What would Dr. Dewees, 
nay, what would every phyfiologift reply ? Certainly that the 
ends of the fingers and the apex of the tongue, do poflefs the fenfe 
of feeling in a high degree, while painful fenfations are excited 
in them, by violent impreflions only. The inference I would 
have drawn is too obvious to be mentioned. 


But the Doétor further afferts, that “the os tince having 
no fixed place in the pelvis, is by no means well fituated to 
receive the reiterated friCtions of the penis.” I would be glad 
to know how the Doctor would have it placed, in order to be 
better fituated for this purpofe, than it really is. Suppofe its 
fituation within the PELviIs is quite uncertain, is it therefore 
uncertain whether it is within the vacina? No fir, and ih 
the venereal congrefs, the penis, I fuppofe,; has no concern 
any where elfe. Now I cannot for my life fee any difference 
it can make, what fituation it has in the vagina, in order that 
it may receive the irritation of the penis ; for this will be un- 
avoidable, what fituation foever it may occupy. I would be 


glad to be informed why, if it were not for this putpofe, the 
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cervex uteri was projected into the vagina. I folemnly declare, 
that I know of no other fo good reafon. 


If the truth of the obfervations we have juft confidered, 
be very queftionable, as it is conceived we have fhown, the in- 
ference drawn in page 35, from them, viz. that the os tince 
‘¢cannot from its extreme fenfibility, be the immediate caufe 
of the venereal orgafm,” will be entitled to that weight before 
the public, by which its premifes fhall appear true. But 
if the Doétor will be fo good, as to caft his eyes again over 
the paragraph he has quoted from my obfervations, page 423, 
he will perceive, I have not faid that the “extreme fenfibility 
of the os tincz is the immediate caufe of the venereal orgafm ;” 
for this I think would be downright nonfenfe; and the Doc- 
tor by introducing as he does, “ extreme fenfibility” into the 
above noticed inference, makes me to {peak nonfenfe. _Irrita- 
tion applied to fenfibility, might be a caufe of fenfation; but 
fenfibility whether extreme or otherwife, cannot, properly 
fpeaking, be a caufe at all; a caufe implying a power to 
produce a change in a fubjeét, but no fuch power is implied 
in the term fenfibility. With this correction, the Doétor’s 
reafoning will {tand thus ; the os tince has little or no fenfibi- 
lity, its fituation in the vagina is uncertain, and therefore irri- 
tation applied to it by the penis, cannot be the immediate caufe 
of the venereal orgafm! Now if there be any connection be- 
tween the premifes and conelufion in this argument, I am 
free to confefs, that I want capacity to perceive that conne¢tion; 
and how forcible foever the argument might be, it is certainly 
managed in a very negligent manner. 


« But,” continues the Door, **to make the feat of venereal 
pleafure refident in the os tincx, is an aflumed principle, which 
can neither be proved by analogy, nor experiment.” And 
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that practitioners of midwifery, though they have touched it a Ef 
hundred and a hundred times, have never difcovered it to 
poilefs ‘‘ extreme fenfibility”. If that be an affumed principle, 
I can afflure the Dodtor it was not affumed haftily. The dif- by 
covery of it, (if indeed it be one) was accidental. I became " 
convinced of the faét, while I was making fome inquiries into 
the caufes of barrennefs. But why may it not be determined 
by experiment ? Might not females for inftance, if their 
| __ attentions were dire¢ted to this point, be able to decide in what 
part the greateft pleafure is felt? and particularly, if when 
the venereal defire is aroufed, gentle irritation be applied to 
the os tince by the finger, and if this experiment be fre- 
quently repeated, might not the female, at length be able to 
fay, whether that was the principle feat of pleafure in the fexu- 
al embrace. ‘To me at leaft it feems, that patient trials of 
this kind, might determine the fact. But as in the philofophy 
of mind, every one who would become {killed in that fcience, 
muft attend for himfelf, to thofe intellectual operations about 
which it treats; fo in the cafe before us, every one who 
wifhes to be fatisfied, ought to inquire for himfelf, whether 
the facts alleged be real or not. 


? = 4 | wal . 
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But was the “touching repeated a hundred and a hundred 
times,” undertaken with a view to afcertain this fact ? I imagine 
not. I hardly fuppofe the practitioner had this point in view ; 
and the patient, it is more than probable, was in no humour, 
during that operation, of attending to venereal pleafure. | 


The argument drawn from the conical form, and the f{mall- 
nefs of the apex of the neck of the uterus, appears to us not 
very forcible. In truth we cannot fee, why an organ of that 
form, and having fo {mall a point, might not be the feat of fert- 
fibility, as well as any other fhape. "We know that the tongue 
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may be brought to a conical form, and its apex to as {mail , 
point as that of the cervex uteri, and yet poffefs the fenfe of 
fecling in a very acute degree. Neither can I fee the force of 
the reafoning in the fubfequent part of this paragraph. | 
fhall not therefore, undertake to examine it in detail; but 
will pafs it over with this obfervation, that the cervex. uteri 
being * pendulous in the vagina,” muft of neceflity receive 
the friction of the penis in the venereal congrefs: and that if 
it affumes a dire€tion favourable for appofition, it is only dur- 
ing the venereal orgafm, at which time, according to Dr. 
Monro, “a convulfive conftrition of all the parts of the va- 
gina takes place,”* by which the projection of the penis” 
will be prevented from “rudely forcing the uterus upwards.” 


In page 36, we are told that “ by venereal orgafm we mutt 
underftand a someTHING produced by, or the confequence of 
pleafure ?’—this is another inftance of the negligent manner in 
which the Door has written his reply. He knew too well 
the fuperiority of his own abilities, over thofe of the writer of 
‘*¢ Obfervations,” &c.; this betrayed him fometimes into unbe- 
coming levity, and fometimes into blameable negligence. 
Who in the name of common fenfe, would be the better inform- 


ed by this definition, what is to be underftood by venereal 


orgafm? But waving criticifm, as to the logical accuracy of 
this definition, I beg leave to inquire whether the Dotctor gave 
this definition as his own, or as one that he would with to be 
confidered as conveying my meaning? If he intends it as an 
expofition of what Hz means by the expreflion venereal orgafm, 
how can I be juitly chargeable with any abfurd confequences 
which the Do€tor may make to flow from it? If on the con- 
trary, he meant by it to reprefent my meaning of the ex- 
preflion, it became him, asa fair reafoner, to thew, that I 
had any where aflerted, that venereal orgafm was the confe- 


* See Monro’s Anatomy, page 39- 
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quence of pleafure. This hecould not havedone. TI have in- *) 
\ deed faid, that the venereal orgafm “is accompanied with ex- 
: : quifite fenfations.” ‘That thefe fenfations, are, in a majority of 
F ~ women pleafurable, I have not only the common fentiment of 
mankind, but the authority of Dr. Monro* for afferting : and 
if I were to maintain that in fome women, thefe fenfations are of 
a difgufting or painful kind, the authority of Dr. Dewees 
would bear me out. But that fome women are indifferent in 
a ProLiFic congrefs, I am not at liberty to believe. That 
many women are offen indifferent to the embraces of the 
males, I entertain no doubt ; but to the opinion, that thefe are 
always fo, I cannot by any means fubfcribe. 


Although we are not bound to maintain that pleafure takes 
place in every prolific congrefs, yet we beg leave to notice the 
proofs againft this do¢trine, which the Doétor has adduced 
from the Abbé Spallanzani. The firft is taken from the bitch ; 
in which cafe, impregnation was effected by means of a fy- 
ringe; but was this done at a time when the bitch was in- 
different, or averfe to the embraces of the male ? No.—Spallan- 
zani was too well enlightened on this fubject, to expect he 
could effect impregnation at any other time, than when the 
bitch was in deat. But is it certain, that the f{timulus of the 
injected femen produced no pleafurable fenfations, efpecially 

when the, genital organs were in a condition to receive with 
facility the impreffion of that ftimulus? Dr. Dewees is in- 
clined to believe, that women might alfo be. impregnated by 
means of a fyringe. But I muft beg leave to think differently Ri | 
from him on this point, and for the following confiderations : at 
the bitch, and all other animals which feel the venereal impulfe 
at certain feafons only, and have an averfion at all other times, 
can only be impregnated at thefe particular feafons. This 


Q 


*Sea Monro’s Anatomy, 3d vol. p. 29. 
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is-a neceflary conftitution of their nature; becaufe, being 
deftitute of the rational faculties, if they never felt the venereal 
impulfe, they would not ufe thofe means inftituted by nature 
for the continuation of their fpecies, and of confequence it 
would become extin& ; and on the other hand, if they always 
felt this reftlefs appetite without the counterpoife of rational 
and moral confiderations, the greateft difadvantages and incon- 
veniences would refult both to themfelves and to mankind. 
Such in general is the imperious demands of this appetite in 
the brutal kind, during the venereal orgafm, that all the other 
calls of nature, are almoft entirely negle¢ted. This predomi- 
nence of the venereal impulfe, cannot be more elegantly and 


forcibly defcribed than in the following lines of the Mantuan 
bard.* 


Nonne vides, ut tota tremor pertentet equorum 
Corpora, fi tantum notas odor attulit auras ? 

Ac neq ; eos jam frzna virim, neq; verbera fava, 
Non fcopuli, rupefque cavz, atq ; objecta retardant 
Flumina, correptos unda torquentia montes. 


Such indeed is the avidity with which the male femen is received 
at fuch periods, that impregnation is for the moft part, much 
more prompt and certain in brutal, than in human females; 
becaufe in thefe the venereal orgafm is not fubject to periodi- 
cal recurrence; and the reafon feems to be this, that the 
human fpecies being endowed with intelligence, and made 
capable of feeling and obeying the reftraints of morality and 
religion, it was therefore very proper, that the venereal appe- 
tite fhould be in them, lefs fubjeét to ebbs and flows, fo to {peak, 
than in brutes; and that it fhould prompt more conftantly to 
indulgen¢e, but with an impulfe not fo irrefiftible. Its demands 
‘are never fo imperious, but that they may be made to yield to 
the'reftraints of virtuous modefty. They will at all times ad- 


* Georg. lib. 3. p. 250. 
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mit the embraces of the males, but they are not fubject to fuch 
violent paroxy{ms of this appetite as brute females; in the lat- 
ter, the impulfe of this appetite, when awake cannot be refift- 
ed, in the former it may be reftrained, and its moft urgent 
calls filenced, except when aroufed by the irritation of the 
male organs, it then imperioufly demands gratification. It is 
then eafy to conceive, that brutes in which the venereal orgafm 
takes place, without the afliftance of the male organs, may be 
impregnated merely by injecting the femen into the vagina ; 
but the cafe is very different with regard to women whofe ge- 
nital organs we have fhewn, are prepared for the reception of 
the feminal ftimulus, by the irritation of the male organs only. 
Thefe then, are the principal reafons why I do not incline to 
believe, that women may be impregnated by means of a fy- 
ringe. 


But that pleafure accompanies a prolific intercourfe of the 
fexes, the Doétor attempts farther to difprove from Spallanza- 
ni’s account of the manner in which newts and frogs procreate ; 
becaufe foecundation takes place exterior to the body, he con- 
cludes, that pleafure hardly accompanied this procefs: I have 
not the work itfelf of Spallanzani, but in Duncan’s account of 
it,which I have, it is ftated that the “embraces of the male begin, 
before the exclufion of the eggs commences: and that during 
the difcharge of eggs, the agitation and croaking both of the 
male and female were very remarkable.” it is fairly deducible 
then, ftom this teftimony of Spallanzani, that fenfations of fome 
kind, and moft probably of the pleafurable kind, accompany 
the copulations even of frogs; and if fo, the inference, Dr. 


Dewees would wifh to be made from this cafe, is not waranta- 
ble. 


But waving any further examination of particulars in this 
paragraph, it will be fufficient for me to obferve generally, that 
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it would not avail the Doétor any thing, to fucceed in proving 
that the venereal orgafm is not the confequence of pleafure, 
unlefs he could fhew that had been afferted by the writer of 
<< Obfervations,” &c. He has made the venereal orga/m effential 
in this procefs: but he has no where afferted that this confifts 
in pleafure, or that it is the confequence of it. Itis a very con- 
venient and eafy mode of contention to fet up an affertion ne- 
ver made by our antagonift, but in fo artful a manner as to in- 
duce the belief of its being his, and then argue it down with 
an air of triumph. 


In page 37, the Doctor afks very fupercilioufly, how I know 
that ‘“‘the cervex uteri becomes turgid” in the venereal or- 
gafm? I anfwer that I have been convinced of it by my own 
inquiries ; but as my convictions will not be teftimony with 
Dr. Dewees, I am happy to find them fupported by authority 
no lefs refpectable than that of Dr. Monro. . “ In like manner, 
(fays the Dotor,) asin the male, the attrition of the very /er- 
fible and tender parts, excites a convulfive conftriction of all 
the parts of the vagina. By thefe means the return of the ve- 
nous blood being /uppreffed, the clitoris, efpecially in falaceous 
women, grows turgid and erect, the nymphz on each fide 
fwell as well as the venal plexus, which almoft furrounds the 
whole vagina, and the pleafure is encreafed to the highett 
. pitch,” &c. But, continues the Doétor, the fame aéion 
which, by increafing the pleafure to the higheft degree, caufes 
a greater conflux of blood to the whole genital fyftem of the 
female” &c. and again he afferts «the uterus itfelf (and will 


it be faid that its cervex is not) is now turgid with influent 
blood.” | 


But Dr. Dewees again afks “ what proof have you that the 
ligamenta rotunda contract, during the venereal orgafm ?” I 
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anfwer that my meaning was, that the os tince is brought 
nearer to the os externum, at the time when the genital fyftem 
is in the condition defcribed by Dr. Monro as the effect of the 
attrition of its very fenfible and tender parts by the male or- 
gans. Of this fact, whofoever wiil take the pains to enquire 
for himfelf, the truth will be obvious. Suppofing I was mif- 
taken, in afligning as a means conducive to this end, the con- 
traction of the ligamenta rotunda, of what great fatality to my 
opinions could this miitake be ? None at all, if the fact be real. 
Candour obliges me to acknowledge, that the contraction of 
the ligamenta rotunda, without the co-operation of other cau- 
fes, would produce the confequences the Doétor defcribes. 
But the co-operation of other powers, fo as to deprefs the ute- 
rus in the pelvis, and approximate the os tincz to the orificium 
externum is not difficult to conceive. 


That the hypothefis which I have embraced is free of all 
difhculties I am not difpofed to maintain. And I am ready to 
acknowledge, that the difficulties objected to it in the next pa- 
ragraph of the Doétor’s reply, are (the drollery apart) ferious 
ones. ButI really donot fee how the dedu¢tion of a conclu- 
fion fo univerfal, from facts, the fewnefs of which renders them 
almoft doubtful, can be juftified. Would the following be re- 
garded as good logic? ‘There are a few extraordinary cafes 
in which impregnation is faid to have been effected, without 
the introduction of the penis into the vagina; thefe cafes, 
therefore ‘* furnifh moft unequivocally the following conclu- 
fion,” the introduction of the penis into the vagina in order to 
impregnation, was a ufelefs and unneceflary provifion of na- 
ture : and yet this conclufion, it feems to me, is as legitimate- 
ly drawn as the other. 


And here I clofe my anfwer to the firft part of Dr. Dewees’ 
reply; and am happy that I neither feel it to be my duty nor 
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my inclination to follow him in the fcamper he has taken in the 
latter part of it, through the wild and romantic field of bur- 
lefque and drollery. On this part I fhall only obferve that my 
conjectures as to the manner of {uperfcetation, are liable to as 
few obje¢tions as his own, whenever he (hall eftablifh the Fact 
of fuperfoetation. « If he will not be able to do this, it is not 
my fault.” 
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Hiftory of fome Anomalous Cafes of Difeafe. ByDr. TimoTuy 
) HALL. 


Eaft Hartford, (Con. ) April, 1807. 
SIR, 


[ you fhall think the following cafes, or any one of them, 


worthy a place in your Medical Mufeum, they are at your 
difpofal. 


I am, Si, 
Your obedient humble fervant, 


TIMOTHY HALL. 


Dr. Joun ReEpmMan Coxe. 


CASE I. Of Mr. G. W. 


Mr. W. was out of health in a degree, for fome years pre- 
vious to the time in which the difeafe now to be mentioned, 
made its attack. 
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He was naturally inclined to obefty, led a fedentary life, in- 
dulged freely in eating and drinking, was a taylor by trade, 
and aged 45 years. His firft complaints, fuch as fhortnefs of 
breath, fnoring in fleep, &c. were fuppofed to arife from the 
above mentioned ftate of his fyftem and habits, and no particu- 
lar attention was paid to them, 


Two or three years previous to the commencement of his 
difeafe he fuppofed he had fomething of the afthma, and took 
fome remedies for it, but with what fuccefs I do not know, as 
I did not prefcribe for him. Sometime in the early part of the 
fpring of 1805, he found himfelf gradually growing worfe, 
which continued increafing till the 30th of April of the fame 
fpring, when he fent for me. I found him greatly diftrefled, 
attended with vaft difhiculty of refpiration, confiderable pain 
about the cheft, could not lie in a horizontal pofture, and had 
been fleeplefs two or three nights. 


He informed me that if he got to fleep for a moment, in any 
pofition whatever, he was in danger of fuffocation, and awoke 


with a fudden ftart. He alfo informed me that he had been fub- 


jet to a good deal of uneafinefs about the region of the /iver, 
which obliged him to lie for fome months paft, conftantly on 
one fide. 


He did not appear to have any thing of peripneumony, as 
almoft all the pathognomonic fymptoms of that difeafe were 
wanting. His diftrefs, however, was fo great, that a vein was 
opened, and as he found relief from bleeding, it was continued 
till about 24 ounces were taken ; I then gave a purge, and in the 
afternoon, as his pain and diftrefs had returned, the bleeding 
was repeated to about the fame quantity as before. 
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May lft. Repeated the bleeding again to about 24 ounces, 
and with evident good effect; then gave a purge, and antimo- 
nials as alteratives. 


May 2d. Repeated the bleeding in a lefs quantity, as his 
diftrefs had abated in a degree. ' After the laft bleeding he was 
confiderably eafier, and foon became comfortable and continu- 
ed fo till the 5th, when his fymptoms returned with great vio- 
lence; gave calomel and fquiils, each fix grains, in divided dofes 
at fhort intervals, which procured a large alvine difcharge and 
afforded great relief. 


May 6. Dr. C. faw him and advifed a continuation of the 
calomel and fquills in-dofes of one grain of the former to three 
of the latter, formed into pills, two or three of which to be 
taken daily; this he continued till he had taken three dozen of 
the pills, with manifeft advantage. Soon after finifhing the 
pills he went among his friends in Glaftenbury, and I did not 
fee him again till the latter part of September following. He 
then returned here and was not fo weil; andas there had been 
fome fufpicions of hydrothorax from the commencement of 
his difeafe, and as the fymptoms now more particularly feemed 
to indicate it, by paucity of urine being added to thofe above 
mentioned, which had returned in a confiderable degree, I 
gave calomel and fqills intending to bring on ptyalifm ; this 
afforded great relief as the mouth became fore and the fpitting 
increafed. He foon became very comfortable, a¢tive and live- 
ly, had a good appetite, ate very heartily, regained his ftrength 
in a confiderable degree, and attended to his ufual occupation 
for a few weeks: but now, apparently, from over-eating and 
want of exercife, became quite unwell again; his fymptoms, 
however, were different from thofe he had before. 


About the 20th of November, while I was abfent on a jour- 
ney, he was taken fuddenly much more unwell ; took a purge, 
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and in the courfe of the following night had a paralytic affec- 
tion of his tongue which rendered his fpeech almoft unintelligi- 
ble. The tongue appeared thicker on one fide than the other 


and no other part of the body was fenfibly affected. I fawhim 


three or four days after, bled him, gave a purge, applied an 
epifpaftic to one fide of his neck, dire&ted ftimulating gargles, 


_ and his fpeech foon mended, but continued flow and hefitating 


- for fome weeks. The blood was confiderably fizy. 


Not long after this he complained again of his breaft, made 
but little water, &c. He then took tin¢t. digital. (faturated) 


_ in dofes of 30 drops twice a day, till he had taken ‘fs. of the 


_ tincture, which increafed his urine and relieved the breaft. 


About the 10th of December he complained of a fevere pain 


- inthe left fide of the region of the ftomach, which was remoy- 


ed by an epifpaftic, and the next day a violent pain of his head 


_ gbliged me to bleed again, which together with a cathartic 


| and epifpaftic inter fcapulas removed the pain of the head. 
_ This blood was tough, fizy and cupping. 


December 16. He was taken again with fevere pain in his 


a head attended with delirium: the next day when i faw him, he 
f& talked incoherently, did not know me, the pupils of his eyes 
& were dilated, and he was averfe to taking medicines or having 
_ any thing done for him ; he, however, took a folution of tarta- 
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rized antimony, puked feveral times, difcharged a good deal 
of bile and found immediate relief, the pupils contracted and 
he foon became calm and rational. From this time he conti- 
nued tolerably comfortable till about the 10th of January, 1806, 


_ when he had another fevere turn of difficult breathing, could 


not lie down nor fleep in any pofition; he was bled largely, 

purged and afterwards puked, had blifters on his legs, took 

tint. digit. cum vin. antimon. and again found relief. The 

fymptoms for two or three weeks paft, and more particularly 
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about this time feemed to indicate fomething of a change in 
the difeafe ; the pain appeared to be more directly under the 
middle of the fternum than it had been, it came on very fud- 
denly and went off as fuddenly, which feemed, in fome mea- 
fure, to refemble angina peCtoris, but the fymptoms were not 
decifive of that difeafe. 


He, however, about the middle of January, became more 
¢omfortable, and was able to ride in a fleigh with a good deal 
of fatisfaction for two or three weeks ; but about the 20th of 
February, his complaints increafed upon him again, and he had 
iffues made in the infide of his thighs, as recommended by Dr. 
M<Bride, for angina peCtoris. When the iffues began to dif- 
charge, he appeared to be benefited by them for fome time, his 
breathing being eafier and his fleep more calm. 


About the middle of March, an anafarcous fwelling of his 
feet and legs began and increafed, till about the firft of April, 
when they were very much diftended. The digitalis and other 
diuretics had been tried for fometime without effet. He now 
made ufe of an external application, recommended in Medical 
Repofitory, Hex. 2d. Vol. II. page 217, compofed of foap, vi- 
negar and fpirits of wine, each equal parts, which foon reduced 
the {welling ; the lower limbs and fcrotum having been greatly 
diftended and the inferior part of the abdomen confiderably 
eee | 


He was now able to walk about again, which he had _ not 
‘done for fometime, but his right arm and hand began to {well 
foon after the {welling of the lower limbs had fubfided, and 
was quickly removed by applying the above mentioned remedy. 
He continued with a variety of different feelings, and in the 
ufe of various medicines till about the 16th of April, when @ 
great change took place in his pulfe. There had been nothing 
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remarkable obferved in his pulfe for fome time previous, but 
all at once it became fo flow as to beat only 36 times in a mi- 
nute, attended with a motion of the breaft, at every pulfation, 
fo firong aS to move his clothes very perceptibly. He had 
not taken digitalis for femetime, but had taken calomel and opi- 
um in dofes of two or three grains twice or three times a day 
for a confiderable time, and had lately increafed the ufe of the 
opium fo as to take four or five grains at a dofe, twice and 
fometimes three or four times a day. The pulfe continued at 
86 in a minute, generally very regular and pretty f{trong, till 
within three or four days of his death, when it increafed to 40, 
but was not fo ftrong or regular as when at 36. 


April 28. I found him without any motion of pulfe at the 
wrifts, but he was able to fit up and walk about. ‘The next 
day, April 29, a little before fun fet, he got upon the clofe {tool 
and was left alone for a few minutes; after this his mother 
went into the room, and found he had fallen off the ftool and 
was dead, lying on his face, with his arms wader his body, 
which feems to fhew that he died without a ftruggle. 


Thus ended this long and diftrefling cafe, the evening pre- 
ceding an entire year from my firft yifit to him. 


It ought to be mentioned that during his ficknefs, feveral 
phyficians of eminence faw and prefcribed various medicirtes 
for him, many of which have not been particularly mention- 
ed, 


It may alfo be proper to remark that medicines in their 
wfual dofes, had no fenfible effect ; but ftrong medicines in 
large dofes generally afforded relief for a time. 
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DISSECTION. 


The next day, April 30, Dr. Sparhawk aflifted me in open. 
ing the body. I made no minutes at the time, but from me- 
mory fhall mention a few particulars. The fkin, about the 
breaft in particular, was confiderably yellow, the fat was pret- 
ty thick over the fternum, and very yellow. On removing the 
fternum, we found the pericardium very thin and tranfparent, 
containing fome water. The left lobe of the lungs was crowd- 
ed, apparently by the increafed bulk of the heart, clofe under 
the axilla, and left almoft the whole of the heart bare, without 
any thing between it and the fternum, but the pericardium, 
The heart was greatly enlarged and on opening the ventricles, 
we found a large polypus in one of them. ‘The right lobe of 
the lungs appeared to be found, and in its natural place. There 
was fome extravafated lymph in the cheft. The liver appear- 
ed to be rather large and of a pretty firm texture. The gall- 
bladder was diftended with a dark green bile, and contained a 
great number of calculi, or gall {tones, fome of them of a very 
irregular fhape ; one weighed xii grains. 


The omentum was in a difeafed ftate, of a darkifh yellow 
colour, covering only a part of the inteftines, and the fat mof- 


ly confumed. 


CASE Il. 


On Friday, the 15th of Auguft, 1806, I was called to fee a 
child of Mr. N. A. aged 20 months, and was informed by the 
parents, that on the preceding Tuefday, the child was obferv- 
ed to have a difficulty in making water, and that they foon dif- 
covered a rednefs and {welling about the pudenda, which had 
been inereafing from that time. 
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On examination, I found the labia pudendi very much tu- 
mefied, attended with confiderable inflammation both external- 
ly and internally ; the clitoris was fo much enlarged as to be 
partially erected. The internal parts had a fingular appear- 
ance, being of a bright cherry red; {ome white matter appeared, 
and the whole of the pudenda was extremely tender and fore, 
as the child fhowed a {trong averfion to having the parts touch- 
ed; fome eruptions, alfo, were to be feen about the groins and 
anus. 


The child made water but once in 24 hours, and then with 
great pain, which commenced as much as an hgur previous to 
the difcharge, and continued for fome time after, almoft intole- 
rable. 


I at firft fuppofed it a common inflammation, which by the 
difcharge of the urine, produced irritation and diftrefs. Pre- 
{cribed a cooling purge, folution of gum Arabic and other foft 
drinks, to be given plentifully; applied emollient fomenta- 
tions, and foft linen dipt in faturnine water, to the parts affected. 


Auguft 16. No abatement of the fymptoms, the infiamma- 
tion and {welling rather increafed fince yefterday; the fame 
remedies were continued, 


17. The inflammation ftill increafing; fome excoriation 


of the parts having taken place, a wafh made of a weak folu- | 


tion of fulphate of zinc was added tothe former remedies. 


18. Dr. F. was called in to vifit the patient. He was ata 
lofs how to denominate the complaint, having never feena fi- 
milar cafe in 50 years practice. ‘The parts had now aflumed 
“quite a dark colour and feemed to threaten mortification. We 
obferved a fore had made its appearance about this time be- 
hind one of the ears, and feemed to keep pace with thofe of the 
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pudenda, anus, &c. Bark was now prefcribed, antifeptic 
fomentations, and the yeaft poultice ; fome calomel was given 
internally, anodynes, and a wath formed by fufpending 
calomel in a folution of gum Arabic; but the child conti- 
nued to decline, a gangrene took place and fhe died in the 
night following the 24th, about the tenth day from my firft 
feeing her, and the thirteenth from the firft difcovery by the 
parents. 


CASE III. 


During my attention to the above patient, and only five days 
after my firft vifit to her, an older fifter, aged three and a half 
years, was found to have the fame difficulty and pain in making 
water. 


By examination, on Thurfday 21ft of Auguft, we difcovered 
an inflammation and {welling of the labia pudendi; the inter- 
nal parts, asin the former child, were of a cherry red and very 
fore, accompanied with confiderable white matter. 


We had fome fufpicions that there might be a venereal virus 
in the early part of the firft child’s complaint ; now our fufpi- 
cions were increafed, and were very much confirmed by the 
opinion of another phyfician who was called in; however, on 
the moft minute inquiry, we could not trace it to any probable 
fource. We agreed, notwith{tanding, to treat it as venereal ; 
gave cooling purges, calomel in {mall dofes, ufed the wafh 
above mentioned made of calomel and foiution of gum Arabic, 
and had it injected feveral times a day between the labia, kept 
the parts as clean as poflible, applied emollient fomentations 
and Goulard’s poultice to the parts; gave folution of gum Ara- 
bic plentifully, and other foft and diuretic drinks. On the 
25th fhe made water with lefs difhculty, and twice in 24 hours; 
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she inflammation was at a ftand, and continued ftationary for 
feveral days ; the fame medicines were continued with the ad- 
dition of the nitric acid, one tea-fpoonful of which was put to 


a quart of water; fhe took half a pint daily of this mixture, 
{weetened with loaf fugar. 


After a few days, perhaps ten, from the firft attack, the in- 
flammation began to abate very flowly ; it was thought necef- 
fary, however, to continue the medicines for two or three 
weeks longer, when they were gradually withdrawn, except 
the acid and the external applications, which were continued till 
about the 20th of September, when the calomel wath was omit- 
ted. The parts (till remaining very much excoriated and much 
redder than natural, with fome degree of fwelling; the wath of ful- 
phate of zinc, andcloths dipt in faturnine water were continued, 


Oftober 11. This day I faw the child; fhe feems to be pret- 
ty healthy, eats and fleeps well, but there is ftill fome rednefs 
and {welling about the pudenda, fome foulnefs inter labia, and 
fhe walks rather {tiff and awkward, but does not appear to have 
any complaint of the fyftem. The acid and wafh to be conti- 
nued. No difcovery has yet been made which can confirm 
our fufpicions of a venereal virus, or account in any way 
for the fymptoms above related. If the complaint was vene- 
real, how could fo young a child be infected? If it was not 
venereal, what was the difeafe ? And how did it happen, that 
twefuch young children fhould have fymptoms fo fimilar and 
fo near together as to time ? The venereal difeafe does not hap- 
pen very frequently in this place; but if it was venereal or 
any other contagious difeafe, might not the fecond child re- 
ceive it by accidentally touching the fore behind the ear of the 


firft, and then handling its own pudenda, as is very common 
for children to do? 


December 10. The ehild is completely recovered. 
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Artificial Anus formed ina Hog: 






Account of an artificial Anus, formed in the Scrotum of a 
Hog ; the natural Paffage clofing up. Communicated to the 
EpitTor. 






Sd. mo. 4th, 1807. 






ie the following fac fhould be thought worth inferting, it can 
be correctly authenticated. 









A Boar being caftrated, was found to have a rupture of the 
gut in the fcrotum: no care being taken to few up the part 
to fecure the rupture, the gut continued to protrude ; and final-- 
by, from fome accident got broke; he was expected to die, 
but lingered for a long time, and, as is the practice of thefe 
wife animals, (phyficians) when fick, never to eat any thing, 
for a long time ; he at length crawled from his nurfery a mere 
fkeleton, when fome attention was paid to him, and he throve 
and was fattened: it appeared when he was flaughtered for ufe, 
that the natural anus had entirely clofed up, and the gut that 
had- protruded at the fcrotum, was converted into a rectum, 
and anfwered all the natural purpofes. 



















The writer conceiving fuch a fact of importance, and that it 
ought not to be loft, communicates:it ; it will be evident that 
he knows nothing about medicine or technical terms: the 
owner of the hog, who killed it himfelf, is a man of ftriét vera- 
city and communicated it to the writer, but would not like 
his name given to the public; neither would the writer, 
If Dr. Coxe thinks it worth inferting, in the Medical Mufeum, 
he is welcome to it. 



















